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THE NEW MASTER OF THE QUEEN’S BENCH. 





In making legal appointments, the plan of putting a 
round man into a square hole is not by any means likely 
to become obsolete ; and it would almost seem as if cer- 
| tain high authorities thought that it was a good plan, and 
one which should be adopted even more frequently in 
choosing a Judge or Master than in making up a Cabinet. 
We can readily conceive reasons why, a few years back, 
‘the present Premier should not have been offered the 

st of Foreign Secretary, and why the late Sir WILLIAM | 
© Moteswortu should only have attained with difficulty 
and delay to the position of Colonial Minister. It is also 

easy to understand that places in the Cabinet, then about 
*to be constructed, must at all events have been found 
' for two such influential politicians ; and it was therefore 
| necessary to devolve upon them duties which they did 
' not understand, and did not feel disposed or obliged to 

learn. The consequence was, that very little was done 

in the departments of those Ministers, and still less was 
' well done. But of the obstruction of public business 
‘there were few or no complaints; and when the 

evil was pointed out, it was generally regarded as a | 
' natural and inevitable defect of a system of Government 
"which has many countervailing excellences. 

But if a Secretary of State does not understand his 
| duties, he is usually able to delay acting until he has 
| obtained competent advice, and the office over which he 

is called upon to preside generally contains men who are 
able to guide him in his difficulties ; and their assistance 
| may be given privately, and without appearing to the 
outer world to have been given at all. Sometimes, 
however, it has happened that the political necessities of 
the hour have forced into the office of Lord Chancel- 
lor of England or Ireland a lawyer as little familiar 
with courts of equity as Lord PatmMerston may have 
been with the Home Office, or Sir Witttam Mo es- 
worth with Public Works. Now, it would scarcely 
occur to the most devoted worshipper of our Constitu- 
tion to pretend that Lord Truro or Lord CamMpBELL 
' would have been likely to make better judges in Chan- 
cery, because they had spent their lives and energies 
/ in the Courts of Common Law. To say that a 
round man ought, for his own and the public | 
benefit, to be taken out of a round and put into a square 
hole, would be rather too extravagant ; and yet this is 
exactly what was done in the case of Lord Truro, and 
in many cases before his time. Lord CampsBeEtt also | 
was put for a time into a square hole ; but he, wiser or 
more fortunate than others, found an opportunity of | 





dropping into a round one, where he has been remark- 
ably comfortable ever since. | 
So great an officer as the Lord Chancellor is fenced | 
about with a dignity and splendour which dazzle | 
the majority of mankind, and hinder them from criti- | 

cising too minutely the manner in which he does his work. 
Besides, the Chancellor usually sits as a Judge of Appeal ; | 


| experienced men. 


and a novice at the work would probably not do very 
wrong if he contented himself at first with affirming, or, 
perhaps, where appeals come from certain judges, with 
reversing, in all cases, the judgment of the court below. 
It may be added that, whenever doubt was felt, it would 
be easy to reserve judgment, and even a Lord Chan- 
cellor might procure efficient help, until diligent study 
should have rendered him more competent to discharge 
his duties. 

But whatever illusion may exist in the colonies as to 
the knowledge of a Minister, or among the laity as to the 
learning of a judge, it is impossible to deceive attorneys 
as to the competency of a newly-appointed master for 
the duty of taxing their bills of costs. An official of 
this rank has neither voluminous robes and wig, nor 
obsequious attendants, nor exalted dignity, to confuse 
our perception of his inexperience; and, besides, his 
conduct is observed, not by distant or ignorant spectators, 
but by those who understand and feel in their own 
pockets the measure and the consequences of every error 
he commits. Nor can a taxing master, like a Lord 


| Chancellor, relieve himself of a painful responsibility, 


by affirming a previous decision, or by reserving judg- 
ment, and privately obtaining the assistance of more 
He decides in the first instance, 
and he has, ina single morning, to consider and dispose 


| of not one only, but a score or more of questions, upon 
| each of which probably he never expended one moment’s 


thought before. It is, of course, impossible for any un- 
practised intellect, however able, either to do such work 
as this when first appointed, or even to impose upon 
those around him by adecent pretence of doing it. Ifa 
newly-created taxing-master had the-faculties of Harp- 
WICKE, MANSFIELD, and Expon combined in his own 
mighty mind, he could not decide a single disputed item 
of a bill of costs unless he was familiar with the scales 
of fees, and with the rules and practice. Nor can it 
be conceived as possible that any barrister, however 
diligent, should make himself familiar with this branch 
of legal learning until he actually felt a direct personal 
interest in doing so. There are doubtless men at the 
bar who know a good deal of the law of courts in 
which they do not practise; and we have heard that 
skilful connoisseurs in art, eminent chemists, and 
erudite theologians may be counted among the veterans 
of Westminster Hall. But we certainly do not believe 
in the existence of an amateur in costs. We think that 
the most active and vigorous intellect would shrink 
from the effort necessary to make out or to tax an ima- 
ginary bill. 

We understand that Mr. Hopason, who has lately 
become Master of the Queen’s Bench, feeling the diffi- 
culty of his new duties, obtained the assistance of a 
brother master, who sat by his side during the taxation, 
heard the arguments, and suggested, in an under-tone, 
what the decision on every question ought to be. 
Now, we suppose that if the Sonicrror-GENERAL were 
to be appointed a Vice-Chancellor, and were to take 
his seat on Monday, with Sir W. P. Woop by his side 
to prompt him, considerable surprise would be ex- 
pressed, both by the profession and by the public, and it 


| would be thought that judicial dignity had been sadly 


compromised. But yet, supposing it to be necessary 


| or conformable toour time-honoured Constitution to de- 
| volve duties upon a man who cannot possibly be qualified 


to perform them, and supposing, also, that these duties 
must be discharged forthwith, and publicly, we do not 


| see what better course could be adopted than that which 


we have ventured to suggest. We are very far indeed 
from intending to say anything disrespectful or injurious 
to Mr. HopeGson. He is, we believe, an able and ac- 
complished man, well versed both in the theory and 
— of his profession—teres atque rotundus—but he 
nas been put by Lord CampseELt into a square hole; 
and strangely enough the daily newspapers, in an- 
nouncing that he had been so placed, rather anxiously 
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assured us that he was round. We dare say that with 
time and friction the new Master will come to fit his 
place more easily ; and if we cannot obtain the appoint- 
ment of taxing officers properly qualified at the outset, 
the next best thing is to see men chosen who have 
ability, industry, and, above all, a conscience to urge 
them to qualify themselves for their task as speedily 
and thoroughly as they can. It is due to Mr. Hope- 
son as well as to Lord CAMPBELL to assume that he is 
such a man; and we believe that, for making the best 
of a bad system, a more judicious choice could not easil 
have been made. A very little time well used will 
enable Mr. Hopason to dispense with the promptings of 
Sir A. D. Crort ; and we think that, in the meantime, if 
he felt that he‘must have that aid, he did well to receive 
it openly. 

We do not, of course, forget that the taxation of costs 
is only one of the duties of a Master of the Queen’s 
Bench, although attorneys may well be pardoned for 
thinking it the most important of them. For his other 
functions it is probable that Mr. Hopason, having been 
a reporter in the court of which he is now an officer, is 
remarkably well qualified. But surely this circum- 
stance cannot be expected to reconcile attorneys to the 
sight of the new master trying his ‘‘’prentice hand” 
upon their bills. And it is scarcely necessary to point 
out that every one of the questions that come before 
the taxing officer concerns not only the attorney who is 
ito receive, but the party who is to pay the costs. We 
‘have urged on various occasions that a wider discretion 
eught to be exercised by taxing masters in all courts, and 
that as they should have the liberty, so they should 
have the capacity and the will, te consider what may 
be a fair remuneration for the work actually done in 
the particular case. To discharge this duty satisfac- 
torily it would be almost inevitable to appoint solicitors, 
and this has been done in the Court of Chancery ; but 
we cannot say that the taxing officers of that Court 
have fulfilled the expectations formed of them. 


.— 
>} 


THE CASE OF THE ARROW. 


It would be foreign to the purposes of this journal to 
discuss the political bearings of the quarrel with China, 
which led to the brilliant debate in the Lords on Tues- 
day night. There is a side to the question, apart from 
these, which must have a deep interest for every lawyer. 
Lord Lynpuurst and the Lorp CHANCELLOR laid down 
broad principles of international law diametrically op- 
posed to each other, and, in a legal point of view, far 
more important and curious than the particular set of 
facts which elicited their statement. As our readers 
have probably heard quite enough about the Arrow and 
Sir Joun BowrrnG, we shall confine ourselves to a 
consideration of the rival principles, each of which can 
claim such high authority. 

Lord Lynpuvrst lays it down asa self-evident truth, 
which ‘tno man can by possibility with any show of 
reason dispute,” that ‘‘you may give any rights, or 
any privileges, to a foreigner or to a foreign vessel, as 
against yourselves, but not as against foreigners.” Lord 
Cranwortu, on the contrary, holds—though he rather 
implies than states—the doctrine “that any sovereign 
-state can give any rights to any person as against all the 
world.” ‘There can be no doubt that Lord Lynpuurst’s 
view of the case appears at first sight to be not only 
true, but, as he himself considered it, self-evident ; 
whereas the principle which we have attributed to 
Lord Cranwortn looks paradoxical. With the most 
unaffected diffidence as to the soundness of a view op- 
posed to so great an authority as that of Lord Lynp- 
HURST, We must express our opinion in favour of the 
latter principle, and we feel that the practical con- 
sequences of the adoption of either are so important 
that, at the risk of engaging in a somewhat abstract dis- 








cussion, we will state the reasons which have led us to 
this conclusion. Understanding by the words “a law” 
a command prescribing a course of conduct, and by the 
words ‘a right” a power which can be enforced by law, 
it follows that, as between sovereign states, there are, 
strictly speaking, neither laws norrights. The expressions 
** laws of nations” and ‘rights of nations” are there- 
fore metaphors. The nearest approach to a law between 
two nations is an understanding between them that in 
certain events the one will make war on the other; and 
the nearest approach to a right on the part of a nation 
or of an individual, against a foreign nation, is an un- 
derstanding that if the nation or individual is prevented 
from acting in a particular manner, war will follow 
against the nation so preventing him. The proposition 
which we have attributed to Lord Cranworti forms 
the logical conclusion from these premises. Any so- 
vereign state can give to any person whatever “a 
right ” (as we have defined it). to pursue towards any 
other state any course of conduct, however mon- 
strous or wicked. If we passed a law here that any 
Frenchman who committed murder should by that act 
acquire the privileges of an English subject, and should 
be claimed by, and given up to, any English consul, 
Frenchmen would thereby acquire a right to commit 
murder. That is, they would acquire a power of com- 
miting murder plus the protection afforded by our 
agents (whatever that would be worth); and if the French 
Government chose to refuse such a demand their re- 
fusal would be a violation of that right, and would be a 
eause of war. If for France we were to substitute 
Tahiti in this illustration, it is obvious that such a right 
would be as solid as any right whatever. 

Such language as this sounds, of course, to the last 
degree absurd and paradoxical; but this only arises 
from a want of attention to its meaning. We, of 
course, know that it would be extremely wicked and 
foolish in us to confer or to protect wi | rights ; but 
there are many legal rights which it is foolish and 
wicked to exercise. IfI see a man drowning I have a 
right to let him drown; if my father is starving, and I 
am rich, I have a perfect right to let him die of hunger, 
till an order for his maintenance is made upon me in 
due form of law. If I choose to be desperately heart- 
less, cruel, and false in all my dealings I have a perfect 
right to be so, and the law will protect me in my right 
against any one who interferes with it. There is there- 
fore nothing absurd in the proposition that a sovereign 
state can confer upon any person any rights it pleases 
as against all the world, though it may be extremely 
wicked of all the parties concerned to do so. We have 
illustrated our position by the most extreme cases, 
but the fact is, that in ordinary cases every nation acts 
uponit. The English maxim is, ‘‘ Nemo potest exuere pa- 
triam.” The American maxim is, that residence makes 
a citizen. Here, therefore, is a case in which Lord 
LyNnpuvRST’s proposition completely fails: the Ame- 
ricans do daily “‘ give rights and privileges to foreigners 
as against foreigners.” If we were at war with Ame- 
rica, and found in their ships American citizens born in 
England, and wished to hang them as traitors, does any 
man doubt that they would denounce such an act as a 
murder to be punished by reprisals on English pri- 
soners ? 

The great advantage of the principle which we are 
maintaining is, that it is the only one which can be ap- 
plied to dealings with nations in all stages of civilisa- 
tion. Apply Lord Lynpuvrst’s principle to a barbarous 
country and it breaks down at once. Would it not be 
competent to the government of India to give a French- 
man who has resided in Calcutta for ten years rights as 
against the King of Oude or the Shah of Persia? Apply 
the principle, on the other hand, to America or France, 
and it can do noharm. We may, no doubt, confer any 
sort of absurd right on any one, just as we may make 
piracy or robbery lawful; but we are very sure not to 
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do it, because there are well understood, and in many 
cases, well defined limits to the degree in which it is 
expedient for nations to interfere with each other's 
affairs. Lord Lynpnurst asks whether we should 
have treated the American or French shipping interest 
as we have treated that of the Chinese. Certainly we 
should not. We might do so; but it would be as un- 

uestionably wrong to exercise that right against the 

rench, as it may possibly have been right and wise to 
exercise it against the Chinese. Lord LyNpuvrst’s 
principle amounts to this :—You have no right to refuse 
charity to a beggar, because it would not be right in 
you to refuse it to a friend. ] 

Applying these principles to the facts of the particular 
ease of the Arrow, we think that the question whether 
the colonial ordinance was valid depends entirely upon 
its relations to the Imperial laws upon the subject. 
That it was valid as against the Chinese, i. ¢., that their 
remedy upon it was wholly and solely by war against 
us, we have no manner of doubt. ‘That it was right to 
pass it seems to us very probable, though we can express 
no decided opinion upon the point. Whether Consul 
ParkEs was right in claiming to decide whether, as a 
register relating to the vessel in question was in exist- 
ence, the ship was under the protection of the ordinance, 
is a curious and delicate question. ‘Two courses were 
open to the Chinese. They could either repudiate the 
ordinance altogether, which, according to our view, 
would have been a declaration of war; or they could 
take the objection that the register was run out—but by 
taking that objection they would consent to the consul’s 
jurisdiction. If they took the second course, the con- 
sul would be morally bound to decide according to 
the justice of the case. A decision on the ordi- 
nance ought, we think, to have been in favour of the 
Chinese. The case, therefore, appears to us to stand 
thus :—The Chinese had a good and a bad ground to 
goupon. They chose the bad ground in ignorance of 
the good one, which our consul did not disclose to them. 
They said in effect, ‘‘ we repudiate your ordinance.” 
The fact that they said so was not the less a hostile act, 
because they might have got possession of the Arrow upon 
other grounds. Suppose that, instead of making this 
particular case the ground of their complaint, they had 
made a complaint against the ordinance itself when it 
was enacted ; suppose it then to have been enacted, and 
that they had seized vessels with our register on board, 
should we have submitted to that? If we had we 
should have stultified ourselves, and yet this is the 
ground which must be taken by those who would con- 
tend that our actual conduct has been illegal and op- 
pressive. 





Legal Nets. 


Lord CAampsELt has moved for a select committee of 
the House of Lords to consider whether the privilege 
now enjoyed by reports of law proceedings might not 
be properly extended to the proceedings of other bodies. 
In his short exposition of the existing law, Lord Camp- 
BELL did not fail to attribute its true value to the Earl 
of NoxTHAmpPron’s case, so much insisted upon lately 
by the Times; and he reminded the House of a recent 
celebrated question—that of life peerages—in which the 
authority of Lord Coxr had been disregarded. Lord 
CAMPBELL recommends that protection should be 
afforded to journalists who give fair and faithful reports 
of proceedings of the two Houses. He is disposed to 
think that the same privilege should be extended to 
Convocation, remarking, by the way, that prelates are 
rather apt to use strong language, and therefore the 
protection may be needed ; and he would also include 
the proceedings of county meetings and of town-coun- 
cils. Beyond this point, he does not clearly see his way, 
but he suggests that the same privilege might be given to 





all reports which were for the public good, leaving the 
question of what falls within that limit to be decided by 
ajury. Some such provision as this would seem to be 
sufficient for the honest and careful journalist. We 
cannot adopt the view put forward by the Times, that 
the conductors of a newspaper are too busy, or too 
hurried, or too little informed, to exercise a discretion as 
to the nature of the reports they publish, and it appears 
to us that the legitimate and wholesome influence of 
the press is likely to be damaged by urging 
these extravagant demands. One rule we may 
safely venture to lay down. Whenever ajournalist feels 
doubtful whether it is right to publish a certain speech, he 
may feel sure that he will do right in lettin 
it alone, at least, until he has had time for inquiry oan 
consideration. In all public proceedings of great and 
immediate interest, it may be expected that the charac- 
ter of the assembly will sufficiently control any exces- 
sive violence of language. But the world is not so 
taken up with the debates of every petty local meeting 
as to demand a full, unhesitating publication of them on 
the very next day. People may get through the morn- 
ing pretty well even without reading what passed the 
night before in the Parliament of Little Pedlington. 
We think, moreover, that it is not correct to assume, as 
does the Times, that newspapers always report ‘‘ me- 
chanically, and without feeling,” and that they are 
nothing more than ‘the rock from which the voice rever- 
berates.” Besides, Echo is a capricious nymph, and the 
tones to which we wish her to respond must be modu- 
lated with exact nicety. ‘The fact is, that most news- 
papers have favourite topics and speakers, and they do 
already exercise for their own advantage a degree of 
judgment and discretion which would be quite sufficient 
for the protection of individuals and of the public. In 
the case of seditious meetings, it cannot reasonably be 
contended that tbe speakers alone ought to be punished, 
and the printers and publishers to escape ; and yet this 
is the legitimate consequence of the principle contended 
for by the Times. We are of opinion, upon the whole, that 
the law ought to be altered as regards Parliament, and 
in some other cases as suggested by Lord CampBELL, 
and that juries might be safely trusted to decide in 
other instances whether a report was really for the 
public good. The English juryman would generally 
remember that a newspaper was essential to his daily 
comfort, and that he must not destroy his constant 
friend and counsellor by a verdict for unreasonable 
damages. 

It appears useless to discuss the details of the Testa- 
mentary Jurisdiction Bill until we know more certainly 
what shape the measure will assume. It is true that 
we have before us the bill brought in by the Lorp 
CHANCELLOR, with its ninety-three sections and its 
schedule ; but it would not be easy to predict the degree 
of resemblance which that bill may bear to the same 
measure when it has passed through the committee to 
which it was consigned on Monday night. The Lorp 
CHANCELLOR himself appears to have no fixed opinion 
upon any of the leading questions that arise in dealing 
with this subject. He tells us that formerly he thought 
the proctors ought to lose their monopoly and to be com- 
pensated; but he found, or feared, difficulties in the 
way of compensation ; and so he now inclines to main- 
tain the monopoly, so far as the non-contentious business 
is concerned ; but if a sufficiently strong pressure be put 
upon him in the committee, he will be ready, it would 
seem, to revert to his original opinion. We cannot but feel 
the gravest doubts as to the success of any attempt at 
law reform under the auspices of one so vacillating. It 
is not so much the want of time as of a clear perception 
and firm purpose that threatens to mar the efforts of 
the Lorp CHANCELLOR. 








A letter has been communicate to us containing the 
following passage :— 
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‘There was a paragraph in the Souicrrors’ JouRNAL a week 
or two ago which I am sure is not consistent with the high tone 
in which a Solicitors’ Journal ought to be conducted. Speaking 
of compromise of suits, the writer says, page 155, ‘ Whether 
this be or be not for the interest of the suitor, we shall not at this 
moment offer a positive opinion; of this, however, we are quite 
sure, that it is not for the interest of the lawyer.’ I have long 
thought that there are very few cases (where litigation must 
otherwise take place or is going on) in which a suitor should 
reject reasonable terms of compromise ; and as to the lawyer, I 
am certain that it can never be his true interest that a case 
should be carried on merely to swell his bill of costs, and it is 
not honest.” 

We entirely concur in the principle enunciated by 
the writer of this letter; and if we have appeared to 
contravene it in the passage quoted by him from the 
journal, it can only be because we have failed clearly to 
express our meaning. We think that in general a 
client does well to accept reasonable terms of compro- 
mise ; and we have no hesitation in declaring it to be 
the duty of his legal advisers to assist in making an 
end of strife. Nevertheless, it is the business of the 
Legislature to provide, so far as possible, a remedy for 
every wrong. It is the province of the moralist and 
the preacher to lead men to peace and good-will by 
direct arguments, and not by contriving to make litiga- 
tion impossible or difficult. There ought to be a ready 
means of enforcing every just demand; and if it ap- 
pears to be the interest of the suitor to abandon or 
abate his claim, that can only be because the risk or 
delay incident to legal proceedings is so great as to 
render it advisable to accept part of a demand 
now instead of the possible future chance of realising 
the whole. We apprehend, therefore, that, strictly 
speaking, it ought not to be the interest of the suitor 
to compromise his suit, although, under any human 
system of law, it frequently must be so. 

Again, as regards the lawyer, we think it is accurate 
to say that it is not his interest that his client’s suit 
should be prematurely ended by a compromise, instead 
of proceeding to its final issue, and we say this on the sim- 
ple ground that the lawyer would thereby lose a large 
part of his fees. We were speaking, at the moment, 
of the direct pecuniary interest of the profession, and 
of that. alone; but we never said, or meant to say, 
that the pursuit of that interest ought to be the 
lawyer’s ruling motive, or that he would gain in the 
long run by exclusive devotion to it. It is 
the lawyer’s duty always to do the best he can 
for his client without looking narrowly to his own 
interest. This principle it has been our constant aim 
to inculcate, and to avoid all risk of mis-construction, 
we now declare, distinctly, our adherence to it. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. William Shaen, M.A., of 8, Bedford-row, solicitor, 
has been appointed by Sir William A’Beckett, Chief Justice 
of the Supreme Court of the Colony of Victoria, a Commis- 
sioner to take and receive, in the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland, the verification of memorials, and 
also the acknowledgment of deeds relating to property, in the 
colony of Victoria. 

On Monday, the 16th inst., at a special meeting of the 
Town Council of the borough of Wolverhampton, Mr. Edwin 
John Hayes was unanimously elected town clerk in the room 
of Thomas Walker, Esq., resigned. 

Mr. H. Phillips, senior clerk at Worship-street Police Court, 
has been appointed chief clerk at the Marylebone Police 
court, in the place of Mr. Fell, deceased; and Mr. Hurlstone, 
second clerk at the Worship-street Police Court, has been pro- 
moted to be chief clerk. 





Cuancery Notice As To OrpERS on SumMons.—In all 
cases in which the registrar shall find it necessary to issue 
a draft of any order made on summons in chambers, upon 
the attendance of any other party or parties besides the appli- 
cant, notice of settling such draft is to be given by the party 
having the carriage of the order to such other party or parties ; 











but no notice of passing such order will be required to be given,, 
unless specially directed by the registrar. Where the registrar. 
does not deem it necessary to prepare a draft of any such order, 
but issues the order in the first instance, notice of passing the 
order will be required to be given in the usual manner. 
(Signed) H. E. Bickne wu, Registrar. 

Chancery Registrar’s Office, 18th February, 1857. 

In Bankruprcy—Ex parte Tyson.—This was an appeal 
by the bankrupt, Mr. William Tyson, a flour dealer at Liver- 
pool, against a judgment of Mr. Commissioner Perry, granting 
the bankrupt a certificate of the second class, but suspending it 
for two years from the 23rd of January last, ‘without protec- 
tion for the present.” One ground of the judgment appeared to 
be that the bankrupt had borrowed money of, among others, 
his solicitor Mr. Pemberton for short periods and at a high rate 
of interest. The judgment upon this point contained the fol- 
lowing passage :— 

“ He has paid to Mr. Pemberton in interest on loans £4,072, a sum ex~ 

ceeding the whole of his profits, which are stated at £3,635. The interest 
so paid was at various rates—generally at £6 per cent. per month; but 
there are instances of charges made of £5 for the loan of £100 for twelve 
days, which is after the rate of about £150 per cent. per annum; and a 
charge in one case of £2 for the loan of £100 for four days, which is after 
the rate of £180 per cent. per annum.” 
The other ground was for bad book-keeping. Lord Justice 
Kyicut Bruce said, it was quite impossible to sanction a 
tradesman raising money at such a rate of interest; but as the 
case did not seem to present any feature of dishonesty, other 
than so far as borrowing money upon such terms might be 
deemed dishonest, he should think that justice would be satisfied 
by leaving the judgment as it is, save only giving the bankrupt 
protection, without which he could not maintain himself or 
family. He added that the court must not allow itself to be 
reasonably suspected of favouring such conduct ; how far un- 
reasonably suspected it need not and did not care. No case of 
fraud had been treated by the court with anything but severity 
—none. 


THE LATE ARCHER RYLAND, Esg.—Our obituary records the 
death of Archer Ryland, Esq., the barrister, a well-known mem- 
ber of the home circuit. Mr. Ryland had a very extensive 
knowledge of settlement law, and formerly had a very large 
practice in this department at the Essex Quarter Sessions, of 
which bar he has been for some years the senior. 


yobs oe 
Keeent Decisions in Chancery. 


The Royal British Bank still contributes its quota to the 
decisions of the day. One of the last cases was an application 
on the part of Mr. Marcus, a shareholder of the bank, for leave 
to appeal to the House of Lords against the decision of the 
Lords Justices, on his previous petition to annul the bank- 
ruptcy (see 5 W. R. 335). The court showed a strong primd 
facie disinclination to exercise the invidious function of forbid- 
ding an appeal from its own decision. The question turned on 
the 18th section of the Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, which 
authorises an appeal when the court considers the matter of 
law or equity to be “of sufficient difficulty or importance to 
receive the decision of the House of Lords.” It was clearly the 
opinion of the court that the question on Mr. Marcus’s applica- 
tion was of sufficient difficulty or importance to be a proper 
subject for the wisdom of the House of Lords; but both of the 
Lords Justices concurred in the view that it was not enough 
for a party desiring to appeal to show that the question was 
difficult or important, as required by the letter of the statute, 
but that he was also bound to make the application for leave to 
appeal, if not at the time when the petition was heard or im- 
mediately after, at least within a reasonable time. The obvious 
inconvenience of allowing an appeal after the applicant had 
lain by while more than £100,000 had been distributed, and 
many proceedings had been taken, was the main ground on 
which the limitation of time was imported by implication into 
the 18th section. 

Another case, of some practical interest, arising out of the 
same unfortunate company, was Walton v. Butler (5 W. R. 331). 
The suit was for administration of the estate of a deceased 
shareholder in the bank. One of the judgment creditors had 
commenced proceedings at law to obtain leave to issue 
execution against the executors, who thereupon applied to the 
Master of the Rolls for an injunction. On the part of the credi- 
tor, it was contended that he ought to be allowed to obtain 
leave to issue execution, not for the purpose of levying it, but 
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to enable him to prove as a judgment creditor against the estate 
of the individual shareholder. The Master of the Rolls, how- 
ever, after ascertaining the course of practice in chambers, held that 
the previous leave of the Common Law Court to issue execution 
was not necessary; and that, without taking that preliminary 
step, the judgment obtained against the official manager might 
pe proved in the administration suit as a judgment debt against 
the estate of the shareholder. On this ground the proceedings 
at law were restrained as unnecessary. The principle out of 
which the practice in chambers has grown is difficult to explain, 
except on the ground of convenience; and it is not unlikely 
that a more serious contention may hereafter arise upon the 
int. 

< Graham v. Lee (5 W. R. 328), the Master of the 
Rolls, acting on the principle that clauses of forfeiture must be 
strictly construed, held that a legacy which was to be void in 
case of an attempt or agreement to assign it was not forfeited 
either by an offer to mortgage it if possible, or by a declaration 
of insolvency followed by an adjudication of bankruptcy. His 
Honour laid it down, that, to effect a forfeiture, the attempt to 
assign must be, not a mere offer, but such an attempt as would 
have operated as an effectual assignment but for the clause in 
question. 

In Clarke v. The Royal Panopticon, 5 W. R. 332, a question, 
on which there is no direct authority, was decided. The Royal 
Panopticon was incorporated by charter, under which and its 
deed of settlement, a council to be constituted as provided in 
the latter, were empowered to enter into and make and execute 
all necessary contracts, purchases, sales, assurances and other 
acts. The corporation was empowered to borrow any sum not 
exceeding £25,000, and they borrowed on mortgage of their 
building and chattels the sum of £12,000. The company 
became unsuccessful, and the mortgagee, under a power of sale 
in his mortgage deed, was, proceeding to sell, until restrained by 
injunction. Upon motion to dissolve the injunction, a ques- 
tion arose whether the council could to give a power of sale to 
the mortgagee, there being no provision expressly to that 
effect in the charter or the deed of settlement. Kindersley, 
V. C., before whom the motion came on, treating the council 
as trustees for the general body of shareholders, held, that a 
power to sell is not incident to a power to mortgage real 
estate, though it may bein the case of chattels, of which an 
effective mortgage could only be made by a bill of sale. In the 
absence of any decision on the point, his Honour’s judgment 
proceeded mainly on this principle, that where a special power 
was given to a trustee, involving confidence and personal 
discretion, it was not competent to him to delegate the exercise 
of such power to another. Admitting that the council had 
power to sell, when they mortgaged, they could not delegate 
that power to another to sell at some future time, because they 
were to exercise a discretion as to whether there should be a 
sale at all or not, and also as to the time when, and the circum- 
stances under which the sale should take place. The Vice- 
Chancellor further considered that, though it was clear that 
a special power given to a trustee to sell might authorise a 
mortgage by him, yet a special power given to him to mortgage 
did not include a power to sell. He further remarked, that the 
practice of giving powers of sale to mortgagees had become far 
less desirable since the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, the 48th section of 
which gives to a mortgagee, or any subsequent incumbrancer, 
or a mortgagor, the option of a sale instead of foreclosure, 
should the court, in the exercise of a reasonable discretion, 
think such a course proper, and then upon such terms as the 
court thinks fit to direct. Upon the operation of this section, 
see Laslett v. Cliffe, 2 W. R. 536; Campbell v. Mowhay, 
Id. 610; and Wickendon v. Rayson, 4 W.R. 39; S. C., 25, 
L, J., Ch., 162. 

The law relating to voluntary trusts has been very much 
discussed in the profession of late, in consequence of the Lord 
Chancellor’s decision in Scales v. Maude, 6 De G. Mac. & Gor. 
43; S.C., 4 W. R. 109, which some lawyers have considered to 
disturb the course of authorities on the subject. But the diffi- 
culty, if any such there be, which has arisen from that decision, 
telates only to cases in which there is but a mere declaration of 
trust, without any change of legal ownership. It was decided 
in Collinson v. Patrick, 2 Keen, 134, that if what has been done 
amounts to a transfer of the legal interest, the parties in whose 
favour the trust is created are entitled to have the benefit of it 
ma court of equity ; but a voluntary transfer of an equitable 
interest by a person beneficially entitled, requires at least that 
Notice should be given to the trustee, or that the intended 
transfer should in some way be acted upon (Meek v. Kettlewell, 
1 Hare, 471). A marked distinction, however, has been estab- 





lished in numerous decisions between cases in which there has 
been a declaration of trust, and cases where there has been an 
imperfect gift, the legal ownership in both remaining unchanged. 
In Ex-parte Pye, 18 Ves. 14, Lord Eldon thus stated the dis- 
tinction :—“ It has been decided, that, upon a (voluntary) agree- 
ment to transfer stock, this court will not interpose; but if the 
party had declared himself to be the trustee of that stock, it 
becomes the property of the cestui que trust, without more.” 
The rule, therefore, appears to be, that where a person by an 
imperfect gift, and without a declaration of trust, attempts to 
make a gift to volunteers, it is inoperative. In Kiddill vy. Far- 
nell, 5 W. R. 324, a lady who was entitled to a sum of £34 per 
cent. Stock, then standing in her name in the Bank books, being 
seriously ill, executed and delivered to her sister a power of at- 
torney in the usual form for the transfer of the same into the 
name of the sister, and died intestate two days before the sister 
procured the actual transfer of the stock into her own name. 
There was satisfactory evidence that the gift was intended to 
be complete and absolute; and the only question was, whether 
it failed owing to the death of the lady before the power of 
attorney had been acted on. On the one hand, it was contended 
that, the donor having done all that circumstances permitted 
towards effectuating the gift, it was perfectly valid. On the 
other, it was argued, that the present case was covered by 
authorities, according to which, in order to have the gift 
complete within the rule of the court, the power of attorney 
should have been acted upon in the lifetime of the intended 
donor. The cases mainly relied upon in support of this side, 
were Coningham v. Plunkett, 2 Y. & C. C. C. 245, where a 
person beneficially entitled to stock gave instructions to his 
solicitor to prepare a settlement of it for the benefit of certain 
persons whom he named, and to procure from the trustees a 
transfer for that purpose. The settlement was accordingly 
prepared, and a power of attorney executed by the trustees, 
which was subsequently placed in the hands of bankers, who 
transferred the sums of stock into the names of the intended 
donees, as mentioned in the solicitor’s instructions. The 
intended settlor, however, died, without having seen the 
settlement, and before the actual transfer; and it appeared, 
that in consequence of a caution given to the solicitor who 
attended him for the purpose of receiving the instructions, 
not to do anything which might lead him to think he was in 
immediate danger, the solicitor did not ask him to sign the 
instructions, which were taken down in writing by the solicitor 
from his mouth. Knight Bruce, L. J., then Vice-Chancellor, 
was of opinion that everything that was necessary to be done 
to complete the transfer had not taken place. The ground 
of this decision appears to have been that, inasmueh as 
the intending settlor meant that the stock should not be trans- 
ferred without a settlement, and the settlement never was 
made, if he had lived he might have revoked his instructions, 
and countermanded the transfer; and that having died before 
the settlement was made, his death was a revocation. In the 
present case, Watson v. Kiug, 4 Campb. 272; Wallace v. Cooke, 
5 Esp. 117, were also relied upon. Those cases are merely to 
the effect that the death of the grantor is a revocation of a 
power of attorney, which hardly admits of any discussion. The 
question then is shortly this:—The intended donor having done 
what was necessary on her part to make a perfect transfer, and 
her intention being manifest to confer an absolute interest on 
the intended donee, whether the death of the intended donor, be- 
fore the transfer by virtue of the power of attorney which she had 
executed, brought the case within the rule applying to imperfect 
voluntary gifts? Stuart, V. C., held that it did not,—that, 
under the circumstances, the death did not operate as a revoca- 
tion of the gift. His Honour considered that, as far as the 
Bank of England was concerned, the power, which was in the 
usual form, precluded all persons claiming under the donor from al- 
leging that it was revoked by her death ; and that, consequently, 
the transfer, which took place after her death, was perfectly valid. 


—>—______ 
Cases at Canunon Law specially Interesting to 
Attorneys. 





ATTORNEY—ATTACHMENT—EFFECT OF CERTIFICATE OF 
_ Prorecrion. 
Re Slater, 5 W. R., Q. B., 293. 

From this case it appears that a “certificate of protection,” 
under 7 & 8 Vict. c. 70, s. 6, which provides, that after a reso- 
lution or agreement of such proportion of the creditors of the 
petitioner, as is required by the act, shall be filed and entered of 
record in the Court of Bankruptcy, and a protection from arrest 
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shall have been indorsed by the commissioner on the certificate 
of such filing, the petitioning debtor shall be free from arrest 
at the suit of any person being a creditor at the date of the 
petition, with such notice as in the act mentioned, is a sufficient 
excuse for the non-payment of a sum of money which the peti- 
tioner had undertaken to pay, and which undertaking he had 
been called on by rule to perform, in the exercise of the sum- 
mary jurisdiction of the superior court of law of which he is an 
attorney. 

The same point, in relation to a certificate of bankruptcy 
(under the former statute, 6 Geo. 4, c. 16), was decided by 
Lord Tenterden, C. J., in the King v. Edwards (9 B. & C. 652), 
on the ground that an attachment for non-payment of money 
is in the nature of a civil process, merely to enforce the pay- 
ment of a debt; and that a person attached thereunder is en- 
titled (if otherwise entitled) to the advantage of the bankrupt 
laws. In both this and the case above noticed, the party ruled 
was an attorney; but in both it was held that this made no dif- 
ference, for if, on the one hand, the conduct of the party ruled was 
more immediately within the jurisdiction of the court, so, on the 
other, had it not been for his being such attorney, the creditor 
would not have had the advantage of the process by attachment 
at all. 

County Court—Costs—EXPENSE OF PROFESSIONAL 
Apvocacy. 
Lawford y. Partridge, 5 W. R., Ex., 295. 

This was a motion for a prohibition to the county court of 
Bedford. The plaint was for a trespass committed on the 
plaintiff's land, in respect of which 4/. 15s. were claimed as 
damages, and an additional sum for costs (including, apparently, 
the costs of employing professional advocacy), making toge- 
ther the sum of 6/. 2s. 7d. The defendant at the hearing set 
up title to the land in question, and objected to the jurisdiction 
of the court; whereupon the judge nonsuited the plaintiff and 
awarded costs to the defendant (including, apparently, the costs 
of professional advocacy). The grounds for the prohibition 
now prayed for were—Ist, that the judge, under the circum- 
stances, had no power to award any costs at all; 2ndly, that if 
he had, the costs he awarded were not such as he had power 
to give on a claim of a demand of £5. 

No opinion was given by the Court (Pollock, C. B., and 
Watson, B.) on the second point, and, therefore, it remains unde- 
termined whether the expense of employing a barrister or attorney 
is allowed on taxing the costs payable by a plaintiff to a defend- 
ant after a nonsuit, where the demand for damages was under 
£5, but together with the costs claimed exceeded that amount. 
But the rule for the prohibition was made absolute on the 
first ground; and it was held, that, as by 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, 
s. 58, the county court has no cognisance of any suit wherein 
title to land comes in question, and as in the case before them 
such title did come into question, there was no power in the 
judge either to nonsuit or to give costs, for such power did 
not exist in him, unless by virtue of the 79th section of the 
same act; and that section (which enables the court to nonsuit, 
and give costs to the defendant “if the plaintiff shall not 
make proof of his demand” to the satisfaction of the Court) 
applies to cases only: within the jurisdiction, and not to the 
excepted cases mentioned in the 58th section. 

HoipinG OVER AFTER LEASE—TERMS OF TENANCY. 
Thomas vy. Parker, 5 W. R., Ex., 316. 

This case is in confirmation of a doctrine which was already 
well established—viz., that where a tenant by lease holds over 
after the determination of the term, and pays rent, he becomes 
a tenant from year to year, under all the conditions of the ex- 
pired lease consistent with such a tenancy. In the present case, 
the lease contained a clause for re-entry on non-payment of rent, 
and the tenancy from year to year created by his holding over 
was held to be subject to the same condition. Baron Watson 
remarked—‘ It is important that no doubt should be thrown 
upon a question of such very general importance, as a great 
many of the houses in London and throughout the country are 
occupied by tenants holding over.” 


Writ or Execution—WHEN A Fi. Fa. MUST BE RETURNED 
BEFORE ISSUING A CA. SA. 
Andrews v. Sanderson § Nicholls, 5 W. R., Ex., 317. 

It was laid down, in the case of Miller v. Parnell (6 Taunt. 
370), that a plaintiff who has issued and executed a fi. fa. can- 
not abandon it, and sue out a ca. sa. before the fi. fa. has been 
returned ; and this rule was afterwards acted upon in Chapman 


v. Boulby (8 Mee. & W. 249). 





On these two decisions the above case was determined, and a 
return of the ji. fa. was held to be necessary before issuing a 
ca. sd. on the same judgment, on its appearing that the sheriff, 
after the seizure, but before sale, had withdrawn the execution 
at the request of the plaintiff's attorney. It appears that the 
only exception to the general rule, therefore, is where (as in the 
case of Dicas v. Warne, 2 D. P. C. 762; see Lush Pr., p. 437, 2nd 
edit.) nothing could, by law, have been realised under the first 
writ—as, for example, where the officer found the landlord 
already in possession for an amount greater than the value of 
the goods of the judgment debtor on the premises. 


BANKRUPTCY—AFFIDAVIT OF DEBT UNDER CONSOLIDATION 
Act, s. 783—DIsTRESs UNDER s. 129. 
Gilbert v. Crozier, 5 W. R., C. P., 309; Brockelhurst ¢ 
Another v. Law, Id., Q. B., 311. 

Two points on the construction of the Bankrupt Law Consoli- 
dation Act, 1849, have lately come before the superior Courts of 
law. In the first of the above cases, the plaintiff had sued the 
bankrupt at law to recover a demand in respect of which he 
had filed, in the Bankruptcy Court, an affidavit of debt, under 
12 & 13 Vict. c. 106, s. 78, in consequence of which the defen- 
dant had been summoned before the Court of Bankruptcy; and 
a verdict in such action having passed in favour of the plaintiff, 
but for a less amount than that sworn to as above mentioned in 
the Court of Bankruptcy, the defendant now applied for his 
costs under the subsequent part of the same 78th section, — 
which gives the defendant in such action his costs, provided it 
shall be made to appear, to the satisfaction of the Court in which 
the action is brought, upon motion made in court for that 
purpose, and on hearing the parties by affidavit, that the plain- 
tiff had not any reasonable or probable cause for making 
affidavit of debt to the amount he filed. The Court of Common 
Pleas, however, held that the verdict found in such cases 
—though a material element in the question, whether such 
reasonable or probable cause existed—was not conclusive ; and 
that in the present instance (in which the plaintiff sued for 
work done, on the guantum meruit), there was room for thinking 
the plaintiff had fair grounds for believing he should recover the 
full amount claimed. They, therefore, refused the application. 

The other case (Brockelhurst vy. Law) turned upon the ques- 
tion how far a landlord’s common law right to distrain for rent 
any goods on the premises demised, when rent is in arrear, is 
affected by 12 & 13 Vict. c. 106, s. 129, which provides that 
no such distress made after an act of bankruptcy shall be avail- 
able for more than one year’s rent. 

The plaintiffs were owners of a mill whereof one W. was in 
possession as yearly tenant. W. had assigned, by way of 
mortgage, to the defendant, all the machinery on the mill, but 
remained himself in occupation, until, on non-payment of the 
sum lent, he was turned out of possession by the defendant, 
who disposed of part of the machinery by sale according to the 
power to that effect in the deed of assignment. Afterwards, 
—viz., on the 17th July, 1856—the machinery unsold being 
still on the premises, W. committed an act of bankruptcy. 
At the time of the act, one year’s rent was in arrear from W. 
to the plaintiffs, and they gave notice to the defendant, who 
was then in occupation of the mill, that they intended to dis- 
train the machinery remaining. This year’s rent the defendant 
paid; but on a claim being made by the plaintiffs to distrain 
for another quarter’s rent subsequently accruing, a case was 
stated for the Court of Queen’s Bench to ascertain whether the 
plaintiffs, under the circumstances, were entitled to do so, and 
to what amount. It was argued for the plaintiffs that the 
effect of the deed of assignment and of the sale which the de- 
fendant made in pursuance of the power of sale, was to vest the 
property in the machinery in such defendant at the time of W.’s 
committing the act of bankruptcy, and hence that the goods 
sought to be distrained by the landlord did not belong to the 
bankrupt, and might therefore be the subject of distress as at 
common law, notwithstanding the above-mentioned section in 
the Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act. Itwas urged for the defend- 
ants on the other hand, that the deed of assignment was nothing 
more than a security, and did not affect the property in the 
machinery, notwithstanding the power of sale. The court de- 
cided in favour of the view taken by the plaintiff—holding that 
the goods had ceased to be W.’s at the time of his bankruptcy, 
and were therefore liable to be distrained by the plaintiffs, for 
that the object of the statute was to prevent the landlord from 
sweeping away everything from the general body of the cre- 
ditors, and not to protect any person whose goods might happen to 
be on the premises (although such person might also happen to 
be a creditor of the bankrupt), against the legal rights of the 
landlord. 
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Professional Lntelligence. 


ATTORNEYS TO BE ADMITTED.—Easter Terw, 1857. 


Queews Bench. 
Clerk's Name and Residence. . 
Acton, Thomas Bennion, Wrexham 
Anderson, Thomas Pelham, High Petergate, York 
Baker, Malachi Blake, 5, Norfolk-street, Strand; and Iminst 
Banks, William Henry, 13, Thomas-st. East, Southwark ; Gerrard-st.; Vincent-ter.; and Walsall 
Bartleet, William Smith, 10, Albion-street, Hyde-park ; and Stourbridge ........ssssseercesseeees - 
Bayley, Edward D’Oyly, Stockton-upon-Tees 














Berridge, Thomas, 5, Cumberland-terrace, Lloyd-square, Pentonville; and Long Buckby........ - 
Betts, Joseph Beattie, 23, Charlotte-street, Bedford-square ; Compton-street East; and Deal... 
Bowers, Barclay George, 35, North-street, New-road, Pentonville 





Bowling, Henry Paulson, 36, Arundel-street, Strand; Birmingham; and Denbigh........+..s+++00+ 
Bradford, Henry William, 12, Suffolk-street, Pall-mall; and Bridport 
Bravender, Frederick, 33a, Red Lion-square; Featherstone-buildings; and Gloucester..........+ 
Brewin, Arthur, 59, Doughty-street ; and Burton-crescent 
Brodie, Alexander, 17, Titchfield-terrace, Regent’s-park ; New-square, Lincoln's-inn........... cece 
Bygott, Robert, 11, Devonshire-street, Islington; and Barton-upon-Humber 








see eeereeecereeeceeseees 


To whom Articled, Assigned, 

J. E. Towne, Wrexham; T. Edgworth, 

R H. Anderson, York. 

J. Baker, minster. 

H. Barnett, Walsall. 

Vernon and Minshall, Bromsgrove. 

W. Bayley, Stockton; H. Barnes, Stockton; J. 
Dodds, Stockton. 

S. Edwards, Long Buckby. 

Mercer and Edwards, Deal. 

B. W. Rawlings, John-st.; B. F. Watson, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 

T. Edwardes, Denbigh. 

J. Templer, Bridport. 

W. Matthews, Gloucester. 

F. Smith, Guildford-street. 

E. Walker, New-square. 

W. H. Goy, Barton-upon-Humber. 

J. C. Shebbeare, Basingstoke. 





Chandler, Samuel, jun., Basingstoke 
Clarke, Samuel, Church-street, Hackney ; and Selby 
Clarkson, Thomas, Burnley ; and Acrington 
Clough, George Hawksley, Worksop 
Cook, Robert Allen, 11, Bedford-row ; and Bath 
Copping, Samuel, 20, Brunswick-street, Islington 
Crawley, George Baden, 20, Whitehall-place, Westminster. 
Danks, Tom, 14, South-square, Gray’s-inn; Basford; and Nottingham 
Davies, Corbet, 36, Holford-square, Pentonville; and Shrewsbury 
Daw, John, jun., 19, Great Ormond-st., Queen’s-sq.; Park-vils. East.; Richmond-hill; and 
St. Leonards 
Dawson, Richard Henry, Epworth 
Doughty, John, 1, Lansdowne-place, Blackheath ; and Wellington-street, Southwark.......+--+s0+ 
Edwards, John Copner Wynne, Denbigh 
Ellis, Robert Parton, 2, Cowper's-court, Cornhill; and Tredegar-house, Bow ........+0+00+++ ereneeds 
Ffinch, John Parkinson, Hamilton-terrace, Greenwich 
French, Henry, Impington-hall, near Cambridge 
Galindo, Alfred Miles, 21, Granville-square, Pentonville; and M th 
Grantham, George, 37, Russell-square ; and Western-road, Hove, in County of Sussex ........+0+ 
Green, William Sanders Sebright, 19, Portsea-place, Connaught-square ; and Stockton-on-Tees 
regg, Edwin, 26, Albert-street, Mornington-crescent ; and Ledbury 
Hammond, William, 16, Furnival’s-inn ; and Wentworth-lodge, Finchley 















































J. L. Haigh, Selby. 

A. Baldwin, Burnley. 

B. M. Clough, Worksop. 

R. Cook, Bath. 

C. Stroughill, Coleman-street. 
G. A. Crawley, Whitehall-place. 
J. Wadsworth, Nottingham. 

J. Scarth, Shrewsbury. 


J. Daw, Exeter. 
R. Dawson, Epworth. 
H. Sturmy, Wellington-street, Southwark. 
C. Edwardes, Denbigh. 
R. Ellis, Cowper’s-court. 
C. A. Smith, Greenwich. 
H. J. Whitehead, Cambridge. 
P. Galindo, Monmouth. 
J. T. M‘Whinnie, Brighton. 
J. Dodds, Stockton-on-Tees; T.B. B. Stevens, Adam-st. 
J. Gregg, Ledbury. 
H i, Furnival's-inn. 





Harris, William, 8, Lower Brunswick-terrace, Islington ; Furnival's-inn; and Sidmouth ......... 
Hawkins, Francis Goodlake, 11, Bedford-row ; and Barnsbury 
Hayton, Joseph, Cockermouth 

Hebb, Henry Kirke, 58, Acton-street, Gray's-inn-road ; Lincoln's-inn-fields; and Lincoln 
Hett, Roslin, 15, Norfolk-street, Strand; and Glamford Briggs, otherwise Brigg ...........+-0+ 
Hill, Henry, jun., 33, Avenue-road, Regent's-park 
Horton, John Robeson, 4, Southampton-street ; Mornington-crescent; and Bromsgrove ......... 
Jones, John, Wrexham 
Jones, Theophilus Edward, 275, Bradford-road, Manchester be 
Kimberley, William, 3, Furnival's-inn ; and Birmingham 
Latimer, William, Brampton 
Makinson, Charles, 5, Wilton-place, Higher Broughton 
Mallinson, John, 31, Frederick-street, Gray’s-inn-road ; and Kirkby Lonsdale ..........e+s+0+++ eecece 
Mason, Frederick, 5, Bedford-place, Russell-square ; and Nottingham 

May, William, 2, Trinity-terrace, Trinity-street, Southwark; and Moorgate ..... senbeaccennes eccecees . 
Maysey, John, jun., 8, Worcester-street, Gloucester 
Middleton, Henry Samuel, 18, Great Ormond-street ; Cumming-street ; and Medstead 
Millhouse, Thomas, Hythe; Ninfield and Saltwood, near Hythe 
Milnes, Ernest Swinnerton, 2, Wells-st., Jermyn-st.; Duke-st. ; & Alton Manor, near Wirksworth 
Minster, Oliver, 9, Cumming-place, Pentonville 
Morton, James, jun., 10, King’s-road, Bedford-row 































































Neville, Frederic Herbert, 14, Soley-terrace, Claremont-sq.; Calthorpe-st.; and Edgbaston...... 
Norris, George Goodwin, 52, Frederick-street, Mecklenburgh-sq. ; Powell-st.; and Nottingham 
Norton, Francis Douglas Fox, 11, New Ormond-street; Granville-square ; and Monmouth ...... 
Packwood, George, 2, Somerset-place, Chelten! 

Perry, Joseph, 8, Blenheim-villas, De Beauvoir-road, Kingsland-road 

Prall, John Thomas, Rochester 

Press, John Latham, 8, Grenville-street, Brunswick-square; and W ih 

Preston, Thomas S: , ton-st. East, Brunswick-sq.; Middleton-sq.; Hinckley ...... 





Robinson, Brooke, 70, Albany-street, Regent’s-park; and Kingswinford 


J. G. G. Radford, Sidmouth. 

R.B.B. Hawkins, Highworth; J.T. White, Bedfrd-row. 

E. B. Steel, Cockermouth. 

J. Moore, Lincoln. 

J. Hett, Brigg; G. Bower, Tokenhouse-yard. 

H. Hill, Great James-street. 

T. Scott, Bromsgrove. 

J. Lewis, Wrexham. 

F. C. Hulton, Salford. 

L. P. Rowley, Birmingham. 

G. Ramshay, Brampton. 

J. Makinson, Manchester. 

T. Eastham, Kirkby Lonsdale. 

J. N. Mason, Gresham-st.; ‘T. G. Morley, Nottingham! 

J. Townley, Moorgate. 

T. Smith, Gloucester. 

J. E. Wilson, Cranbrook. 

E. Watts, Hythe. 

J. C. Newbold, Matlock. 

R. H. Minster, Coventry; E. K. Blyth, St. Swithin's-la. 

E. Key, Holbeach; J. P. Sturton, Holbeach. 

C. Best, Birmingham. 

A. Parsons, Nottingham. 

J. R. N. Norton, Monmouth, 

J. Packwood, Cheltenham. 

Stedman & Place, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st.; 
J.S. Place, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

R. Prall, Rochester. 

E. P. Clarke, Wymondham. 

S. Pilgrim, Hinckley. 

W. Robi Dudley. 





Root, John, 4, Willow-place, Newcross; and Chelmsford 





J. Parker, Chelmsford. 

S. B. Jackaman, Ipswich. 

J. Bebb, Argyle-street. 

J. Satchell, Queen-street, Cheapside. 





Ross, Walter Bullar, 15, Westbourne-park-road, Harrow-road ; Liverpool-st.; and Ipswich...... 
Ryan, Arthur Compton, 2, Ridgmont-place, Hampstead-road; and Long-acre.......++ eccceccccoese . 
Satchell, Theodore, 7, Upper Montague-street, Russell-square 

Saunders, Edward George, 37, Argyll-street, King's-cross; and Kidderminster ....... erccccsesces 





Scarisbrick, James Corbett, 3, Cambridge-road, Halliford-street, Islington ; and Kendal . 
Scarlett, Frederic, Thornbury 
Sharp, William, 20, Tavistock-place, Tavistock-square; and Warringt 
Slack, James Hervey, 11, Millman-street, Bedford-row ; and Cockermouth ........+0+ eccecacsseesse 
Smith, Alfred, Manchest 
Smith, Samuel, Chester 
Spurr, Henry Allen, 13, Featherstone-buildings, Holborn; Bartlett’s-buildings; Wath-upon- 
Dearne; and Wigthorpe, near Worksop 
Tasker, Frederick Talbot, Dartford 
Taylor, Henry, 5, Montagu-street, Portman-square ; and Ibbotsholme 
pson, James, 5, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn ; and Colney Hatch 
Thurstans, John Frederick, 3, Furnival’s-inn; Great Ormond-street; and Wolverhampton..... " 
Waistell, Charles, 7, Northumberland-street, Strand; and Dunstable. 


























H. Saunders, sen., Kidderminster. 
E. N. Scott, Kendal. 

R. Scarlett, Thornbury. 

J. Urmson, Warrington. 

E. Waugh, Cockermouth. 

G. Smith, Manchester. 

J. Walker, Chester. 


G. P. Nicholson, Wath-upon-Dearne. 
F. Talbot, Bedford-row. 
E. Harrison, Kendal; T. Harrison, Kendal. 
G. L. Parkin, New-square. 
W. Thorne, Wolverhampton. 
Benni stable. 





Watney, John, jun., Dorking 
Watson, John Walter, 1, Cecil-street, Strand; and Wisbeach 

Watson, Thomas Adam, 18, Granby-street, Hampstead-road ; and Bradford..........+0+++ encesocese 
Whitehead, Arthur, 7, Great Ormond-street, Queen-square; Strand; and Canterbury Soseees 
Wilks, George, Beaufort-lodge, Beaufort-st., Chelsea; Old Jewry-chambers; and Old Romney... 











J. Druce, Billiter-square. 

T. S. Watson, Wisbeach. 

B. Terry, Bradford. 

R. Sankey, Canterbury. 

S. Gardner, New Romney; W. Stringer, New Rom- 
ney; R. Boyer, Old Jewry Chambers. 

H , College-hill. 





Willis, Robert, jun., 25, College-hill; and Crouch-end 

Willoughby, Henry William, 10, Clifford’s-inn; and Bedford-square 
Winckworth, Lewis, 49, Mortimer-street, Cavendish-square 
Wood, Edward Negus, 1, Hare-court, Temple; and Colchest 











T. Cox, Clifford’s-inn. 
H. T. Young, New-square. 
J. Wood, jun., Woodbridge; S. Turner, Colchester. 
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Carter, Robert, 2, Belgrave-street, Belgrave-square ; and Northwold ....0. ssscssseeeeees 


Nevill, William Henry, Fountain-lodge, Liscard 
Walsh, Wm. Henry, 1, Dartmouth-place, Blackheath ; and M. 


Nore.— Warrants are 


Counties, dc. 
BEDFORDSHIRE. ....+++0+ eeeee 


BERKSHIRE ..ssccsssssereeee 
BERWICK-UPON-TWEED.. 
FBRISTOL, City Of.......+00 . 
BUCKINGHAMSHIRE .....4+++ 
CampBrince and Hunts... 
CANTERBURY, City of...... 
CHESHIRE 


CHESTER, City Of .....000 





{CINQUE Ports. i 
CoRNWALL....... peneene oboncen 


CUMBERLAND. . .eocseseeesseee 
PDERBYSHIRE,. oesseceoeeeeee 
PDEVONSHIRE. ..eeeseeee sevee 
DORSETSHIRE. . .sssseeseeeeeee 
PDURITAM. ..000sccscecssescosee 
TRAGER, 6 csvsssssncessssss maven 
EXerer, City of .........0006 
{GLOUCESTERSHIRE ........ 
GLoucEsTER, City of...... 
HAMPSHIRE ......6.. 


HEREFORDSHIRE .00++0+00005 





HERTFORDSHIRE....... 


Hontinepon & CAMB. ... 


KincGsTon-UPoON-HULL ... 
FLLANCASHIRE .e..ecceceeeee 


LEICESTERSHIRE 0000000008 


LICHFIELD, City of....... in 
LINCOLNSHIRE ......000eee000 
LINCOLN, City Of ......0000 ; 





Lonpon, City of ......... 
MIDDLESEX cssscosessveees ( 
YMONMOUTHSHIRE ...... 

NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE.. 
PIGRPOUR siscsseccesscsssceese 
NORTHAMPTONSHIRE ...... 
NORTHUMBERLAND ..... mee 


tNorwicu, City of ........ 
NOTTINGHAMSHIRE ......... 





Norrincuam, Town of ... 


OXFORDSHIRE ....ss.seeeeeee 
Poote, Town of ..... saoapae 
RUTLANDSHIRE........00006 “ 
SHROPSHIRE .........000e00 os 


SOMERSETSHIRE ...ss00ee008 


SovrHampron, Town of... 


oeeeereeeeenee 


Lucas, 11, 





h 








W. B. S. Rackham, 46, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; M. B, 


Adam-street, Adelphi. 


J. B. Lloyd, Liverpool. 
W. Sale, Manchester. 


SHERIFFS, UNDER-SHERIFFS, DEPUTIES, AND AGENTS FOR 1857. 
not granted in Town for those places marked (t)—The Term of Office of the Sheriffs, §c., for Cities 
and Towns expires on the 9th of November. 
Office Hours in Term, from 11 till 4; and in Vacation, from 11 till 3. 


Sheriffs. 

Sir George Robert Osborn, of Chick- 
sands-priory, Bedfordshire 
Richard Benyon, Esq., Englefield-house, 
Berks 
Alexander Kirkwood, Esq., Berwick- 

upon-Tweed 
Red- 








George Oldham Edwards, Esq. 
land Court, Bristol ............ 
Philip Wroughton, Esq., Ibstone 








Sir John Henry Pelly, Bart., Warn- 
ham-court, Horsham, Sussex ......... 
William Welby, Esq., Canterbury ...... 


William Atkinson; Esq., Ashton Heyes 
Tarvin, Cheshire ...........ssssscesessecses 
John Jones, Esq., The Newgate, Chester 


Transferred to Kent 
Sir Henry Onslow, Bart., Hengar, near 
Bodmin, Cornwa 
Charles Fetherstonhaugh, 
field-hall, Cumberland 
William Hatfield De Rodes, Esq., Barl- 
borough-castle, Derbyshire ........+.++ 
Sir Massey Lopes, Bart., Maristow, near 
Plymouth 
Hastings Nathaniel Middleton, Esq., 
Bradford Peverell, Dorset .........++++++ 
William Beckwith, Esq., Silksworth- 
house 
John Francis Wright, Esq., Kelvedon- 


as eeeereebececerseseeees 











hall, Essex 
William Buckingham, Esq., Exeter 


Richard Rogers Coxwell Rogers, Esq., 
Dowdeswell, near Cheltenham......... 
Joseph Hooper, Esq., Gloucester... 





William Charles Humphrys, Esq., Elm- 
lodge, Bursledon, near Southampton 
Robert Biddulph, Esq., Ledbury ......... 


William Reid, Esq., The Node Codicote, 
Herts 
Sir John Henry Pelly, Bart., Warnham- 
court, Horsham, SusseX.......sseeeseee 
John Savage, Esq., West Malling, Kent 





Charles Spillman Todd, Esq., Hull...... 
Charles Townley, Esq., Townley, near 
Burnley 





Edward Chatterton Middleton, — 





id 
William Marshall, Esq., Lichfield. pecceccee 
George Knollis Jarvis, Esq., Dodding- 
ton-hall, Lincoln ...........sssesseeeeeeeees 
Richard Hall, Esq,, Silver-st., Lincoln. . 


John Joseph Mechi, Leadenhall-st. ... 
Frederick Keats, Esq., Piccadilly ... 


Thomas Gratrex, Esq., Court St. Law- 
TeNnce, NEWPOTt........seeereercereeeeeesees 
Joseph Armstrong, Esq., by Newcastle- 

upon-Tyne. 
Andrew Fountaine, Esq., Narford, 
Norfolk 
Wm. Harcourt Isham M. Dolbin, Esq., 
Findon-hall, Northamptonshire ..... . 
William Henry Charlton, Hesleyside ... 
Robert Seaman, Esq., Thorp-hall...... eee 
Richard Milward, Esq., Thurgarton- 
priory, Nottingh 
Charles Felkin, Esq., Nottingham ...... 











Right Hon. Chas. Henry Visct. Dillon, 
Dytchley Oxfordshire. 
Christopher Hill, Esq., Longfleet, Poole 





Ayscough Smith, Esq., Braunston, 
Rutland 

Sir Wm. Curtis, Bart., Cainham-court... 

Sir Arthur Hallam Elton, Bart., Cleve- 
don-court, Somerset: ....0....seeesesseres 





William Charles Humphrys, Esq., Elm- 
lodge, Bursledon, near Southampton. 





Under-Sheriffs. 
S. Veasey, Esq., Baldock, Herts (A.U.), 
R. Du Cane, Esq., Gray’s-inn-square 
John Jackson Blandy, Esq., Reading, 
Berks 
Stephen Sanderson, Esq., Berwick-upon- 








Tweed . 
William Ody, Hare, Esq., Bristol ......... 
William Lakin Ward, Esq., Great Mar- 
low, Bucks 
Clement Francis, Esq., Canterbury 





Thomas Wilkinson, Esq. ,Canterbury ... 


—_ Hostage, Esq., Bridge-house, Ches- 





ane Hostage, Esq., Bridge- -house, Ches- 
ter 





Copleston Lopes Radcliffe, Esq., Ply- 
mouth 
S. Saul, Esq., Carlisle. ..........00ceee eases 





John James Simpson, Esq., Derby 


Copleston Lopes Radcliffe, Esq., Ply- 
mouth.. 
Charles Burt Henning, Esq., Dorchester 





W. E. Wooler, Esq., Durham .......... seeee 


T. Wright, Esq., Chelmsford (A.U.) 
Messrs. Gepp and Veley, Chelmsford 

Thomas Edward Drake, Esq., Exeter ... 

John Burrup, Esq., Berkeley-street, 
Gloucester 

William Matthews, Esq., Gloucester...... 





Robert Harfield, Esq., Southampton...... 
George Masefield, Esq., Ledbury ......... 


P. Longmore, The Castle, Hertford, Esq., 
(A.U.) Sworder & Longmore, Hertford 
Clement Francis, Esq., Cambridge ...... 
Henry Dudlow Wildes, Esq., Town 
Malling, Kent 
George Burges, Esq., 7, New-inn, Strand 
Thomas Birchall, Esq., Preston (A. U.), 
Messrs. Gorsts & Birchall, Sheriff's 
Office, Preston 
William John Woolley, 
borough 
John Philip Dyott, Esq., Lichfield......... 
Frederick Burton, Esq., Lincoln (A. U.) 
H. Williams, Esq., Lincoln 
Thurston George Dale, Esq., Lincoln ... 


34, Lom- 





Esq., .» Lough- 





Alexander Crossley, Esq., 
bard-street 
James Anderton, New Bridge-street, 
Blackfriars 
Henry John Davis, Esq., Newport......... 








Robert Yeoman Green, Esq., 32, Mosley- 
street, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ..........+« 
Robt. Sewell, Esq., Swaffham, Norf.(A.U.) 
Messrs. A. & C. Taylor, Norwich ..... ° 
Henry Philip Markham, Esq., North- 
ampton 
Richard Gibson, Esq., Hexham ........... . 
George Jay, Esq., Norwich........ seobeuss 
Jos. Phipps Townsend, Esq., Southwell, 
(A.U.) John Brewster, Esq.,Nottingham 
Christopher Swann, Esq., Nottingham... 





John Marriott Davenport, Esq., Oxford.. 
William Parr, Esq., Parkstone, Poole ... 
Benjamin Adam, Esq., Oakham, Rutland 


Joshua John Peele, Esq., Shrewsbury ... 

John Nicholetts, Esq., South Petherton 
(A. U.) John Toller Nicholetts, Esq. 
South Petherton, Somerset.. 

Robert Harfield, Esq., Southampton ; 
Charles Henry Roberts, Esq., Bishop's 
Waltham, Hants ........cccccessssrsreseree 


Deputies and Town Agents. 
Messrs. Wing and Du Cane. Grays-inn. 
square, 
Messrs. Gregory and Co., 1 Bedford-row: 


George Knox, Esq., 4, Bloomsbury; 


square. 

Messrs. Bridges and Son, Red Lion. 

mare. 

Messrs. Hilliard, Dale, and Stretton, 3, 
Gray’s-inn-square. 

Messrs. John and Charles Cole, 36, 
Essex-street, Strand. 

James Fluker, Esq., Symond’s-inns 
Chancery-lane. 

Messrs. Chester, Toulmin, and Chester, 
1), Staple-inn. 

Messrs. Chester, Toulmin, and Chester, 
11, Staple-inn. 


E. L. Rowcliffe, Esq., 1, Bedford-row. 
G. Carew, Esq., 22, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 


Messrs. Taylor and Woodward, 28, 
Great James-street, Bedford-row. 
E. L. Rowecliffe, Esq., 1 Bedford-row. 


Samuel Rowsles Pattison, Esq., 1 Lins 
coln’s-inn-fields. 

George Octavius Pollard, Esq., Carltons 
chambers, 12, Regent-street. 

Messrs. Williamson, Hill, and Williams 
son, 10, Gt. James-st., Bedford-row. 

George Edward Philbrick, Esq., Girds 
ler’s-hall, Basinghall-street. 

George Pleydell Wilton, Esq., 1, Rays 
mond's-buildin 

William Compton Smith, Esq., 31, Lins 
coln’s-inn-fields. 

Messrs. Braikenridge and Sons, 16, 
Bartlett’s-buildings. 

Messrs. Dobinson and Geare, 57, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields. 
Hawkins, Bloxam, and Hawkins, 2, 
New Boswell-court, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Messrs. John and Charles Cole, 36, 
Essex-street, Strand. 

Messrs. Palmer Palmer and Bull, 24, 
Bedford-row. 

George Burges, Esq.,7,New-inn, Strand. 

Messrs. Ridsdale & Craddock, 5, Gray’s- 
inn-square. 


Messrs. Williamson Hill & Williamson, 
10, Great James-st., Bedford-row. 

S. B. Somerville, Esq,,48, Linc.-inn-fields 

William Grimwood Taylor, Esq., 14, 
John-street, Bedford-row. 

Messrs. Taylor and Woodward, 28, Great 
James-street, Bedford-row. 

Secondaries’ Office, 5, Basinghall-st. 


Messrs. Burchell and Hall, 24, Red 
Lion-square. 

Messrs. Few and Co., Henrietta-street, 
Covent-garden. 

James Crawley, Esq., 17, Serjeants’= 
inn, Fleet-street. 

Messrs. Trehern and White, 13, Barge- 
yard-chambers. 

Joseph Whitehouse, Esq., 36, Lincoln's< 
inn-fields. 

Wm. Gibson, Esq., 64, Linc.-inn-fields. 

Messrs. Jay & Pilgrim, 14, Bucklersbury- 

Messrs. Taylorand Woodward, 28, 
James-street, Bedford-row. 

Messrs. Loftus and Young, 10, News 
inn, Strand. 

Messrs. Davies, Son, and Campbell, 17; 
Warwick-street, Regent-street. 

Messrs. Loftus and Young, 10, New+ 
inn, Strand. 

Messrs. Bell, Brodrick, and Bell, Bow 
Church-yard, Cheapside. 

H. B. Jones, Esq., 22, Austin-friars. 

Messrs. Dynes and Harvey, 61, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields. 


Messrs. Braikenridge, 16, Bartilett’s+. 


buildings, Holborn. 
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Counties, &e. 
STAFFORDSHIRE sesseeseeeee 


{SUFFOLK .seseseeessseseseeees 
GORREY coccsecsarsccesseseoseee 


GEIEBX .ocescsscccaccsccoesesnce 
WARWICKSHIRE «.esseseeee ° 
WESTMORELAND eesccsseeeee 
WILTSHIRE ......seesees esse 
WORCESTERSHIRE wseseeeee 
WoRrCcESTER, CITY OF ...... 
YORKSHIRE ..e.sesoseveeeeees 


tYorK, CITY OF ..... eones 


tANGLESEY ...... 
f#CARNARVONSHI 





{DENBIGHSHIRE «....ec0000e 


{MERIONETHSHIRE ..e..0005 
tMONTGOMERYSHIRE ...... 


TBRECONSHIRE vevsscseoseeees 
CARDIGANSHIRE seesesseeees 
t{CARMARTHEN, Boro’ of... 
{CARMARTHENSHIRE ...... 
tGLAMORGANSHIRE ......... 
#HavERForDWEST, Twn. of 


fPEMBROKESHIRE ......0.44 


Sheriffs; 
Hon. Edward Swynfen Jervis, Little 
Aston-hall, Stafford............sceseesesees 
John George Weller Pole} 
ted-hall, Suffolk ........+ dchiccembieustge 








John Labouchere, Esq., Broom-hall, 
Dorking 


Richard Curteis Pomfret, Esq., Rye, 
Sussex 


Under-Sheriffs. 
Robert William Hand, Esq., Stafford ... 


Walter Johnson Weller Poley, Esq., 
Sudbury, Suffolk (A. U.) Jackson and 
Sparke, Bury St. Edmund’s...... 

Charles James Abbott, Esq., 8, N nn 
(A. U.) William Haydon Smallpiece, 
Esq., Guildford, Surrey.......-..00seeeeeeee 

Richard Stileman, Esq., Orchard-street, 
Port 


souare 











Henry Spencer Lucy, Esq., Charlecote 
Hi 





ouse 
Richard Luther Watson, Esq. Eccle- 
Tigg, Windermere .......cccceecereeeeeeee 
Alfred Morrison, Esq., Fonthill Giffard, 
Wilts 
Edward Vincent Wheeler, Esq., Kyre 
Wood House, near Tenbury ... 
Josiah Stallard, Esq., Worcester ........ " 








Sir Joseph Radcliffe, Bart., Rudding 
Park, near Wetherby ........s.seesseeeees 
Richard Welch Hollon, Esq., St. Mary’s 
Bortham, York 





Rd. Archer Wallington, Esq. (Wallington 
& Wright), (A. U.) Leamington ...... 
Roger Moser, Esq., Kendal..........0e00000+ 


West Awdry, Esq., Chippenham 






John Bury, Esq., Bewdley (A. U.), Gil- 
lam & Son, Worcester .... * 
John Stallard, Esq., Worceste 


William Gray, Esq., 75, Petergate, York 


John Seymour, Esq., St. Mary's Bortham, 
(A.U.) Rt. R. Blyth, Esq., Lendall, York 


Nortu WaALEs. 


John Thomas Roberts, Esq., Ucheldre... 
James Edwards, Esq., Benarth, Con- 





way 
John Edward Maddock, Esq., Glan Y 
Witt, DIOR. .cccccepeinennnscnsdsneosses 
Robert Wills, Esq., Plasbellin, Flint ... 


John Nanney, Esq., Maesynewadd...... 
Maurice Jones, Esq., Frontfraith......... 


Sout 


James Price William Gwynne Holford, 
Esq., Buckland 
John Propert, Esq., Blaenpristill, Car- 








digan 

John Thomas, Esq., Priory-street, Car- 
marthen 

Charles Morgan, Esq., Alltygog, near 
Carmarthen 








Evan Williams, Esq., Duffrynfriod ...... 
William John, Esq., Prendergast, 
FIR VEPRITE WERE 2.00.00. ccccceoeccercccssescece 


Sir James John Hamilton, Bart., Llan- 


Thomas Owen, Esq., Llangefni ............ 
Wm. Hughes, Esq., 1, Castle-st., Conway 

(A. U.), R. D. Williams, Esq., Carnarvon 
John P. Jones, Esq., Denbigh. ..........++ 





Arthur Troughton Roberts, Esq., Mold.. 


John Jones, Esq., Dolgelly ...........00e00s 

Robert Devereux Harrison, Esq., Welsh 
Pool 

WALEs. 

Henry Maybery, Esq., Brecon 





Richard David Jenkins, Esq., Cardigan. 
W. T. Thomas, Esq., Carmarthen ......... 
Francis Green, Esq., Carmarthen......... 


Richard Wyndham Williams, Esq., Car- 
diff . 





William Davies, Esq., Spring-gardens, 
Haverfordwest. .....c.cccccscccscrscssereeece 
Messrs. Rust and Davies, Haverfordwest. 


Deputies and Town Agents. 
Messrs. White and Son, 11, Bedford-row. 


James Kingsford, Esq., 23, Essex-street, 
Strand. 


Messrs. Abbott and Co., 8, New-inn. 


Messrs. Palmer, Palmer, and Bull, 24, 
Bedford-row, 

Messrs. Taylor and Woodward, 28, Gt. 
James-street,’ Bedford-row. 

Robert Marshall, Esq., 1, Verulam- 
buildings. 

William Lewis, Esq., 6, Raymond- 
buildings, Gray’s-inn. 

Messrs. Cardale, Iliffe, and Russell, 2, 
Bedford-row. 

Messrs. Plucknett and Adams, 17, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields, 

Messrs. Sudlow, Torr, and Co., 38, Bed- 
ford-row. 

None required. 


Messrs. Abbott and Co., 8 New-inn. 

E. Byrne, Esqg., 22, Southampton- 
buildings. 

Messrs. Tatham and Proctor, 10, New- 
square, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Messrs. Simpson, Cobb, Roberts, and 
Simpson, 62, Moorgate-street. 

Messrs. Gregory & Co., 1, Bedford-row. 

Messrs. Gregory Skirrow and Roweliffe, 
1, Bedford-row. 


Messrs. Gregory and Sons, 12, Ole- 
ment’s-inn. 

F. C. V. Pike, Esq., 6, Serle-street, 
Lincoln's-Inn 

E. F. Burton, Esq., 7, Chancery-lane. 


Messrs. Gregory and Sons, Clement’s- 
inn. 


Messrs, Cunliffe and Beaumont, 43, 
Chancery lane. 

Messrs. Hastings and Smith, 3, South- 
ampton-street, Bloomsbury-square, 

John Trail, Esq., 4, Hare-court, Temple. 





stephan, near Carmarthen 
Francis Evelyn, Esq., Corton, Here- 


RADNORSHIRE. .eesseceesseses 





William Stephens, Esq., Presteign, Rad- 


David Hughes, 
street. 


Esq., 13, Gresham-< 





the zeal of counsel bad led them to take a wide range, and exa- 
mine the marriage laws of the whole Christian world, that learn- 
ing was not altogether relevant, as the question must be dealt with 


fordshire. MATOING.. coccccaseeocegeyrernveneseesequensenses 
+ 
Correspondence, 
DUBLIN. as one of British law. 


(From our own Correspondent.) 
ExcHEQuER CHAMBER.—BEAMISH v. BEAMISH. 


The Court of Error delivered judgment in this singular case 
on Friday and Saturday last. The main question to be decided 
can be stated in few words; it is simply whether a clergyman 
can officiate at his own marriage. The Court of Queen’s Bench 
held that such a marriage, although irregular, was nevertheless 
valid. The case was thence carried up to the Exchequer 
Chamber, where it was argued: elaborately last term, Mr. Napier 
Q.C., addressing the court at great length on behalf of the de- 
fendant in error, who disputes the validity of the marriage. 
As the Court of Error was divided in opinion, the judges de- 
livered their judgments seriatim. The decision of the House of 
Lords will, in all probability, be obtained ; still, as the point is 
a novel one, never having been decided in any court, it may be 
as well to append a brief outline of the judgment of Mr. Jus- 
tice Keogh, in which the material facts are stated, and the law, 
as I venture to think, correctly laid down. 

Kroon, J., as the junior judge, first delivered his judgment. 
He stated that the case came before the court on special verdict. 
The plaintiff claimed, as grandson and heir-at-law of Mr. Bea- 
mish, whose eldest son was the Rev. B. S. Beamish, the plaintiff's 
father; the defendant was a younger brother of the Rev. B. S. 
Beamish. The special verdict found, that, in 1831, the Rev. 
B. S. Beamish went to the house of a Mrs. Lewis, and there 
performed the marriage ceremony between himself and Isabella 
Frazer, by reading out and going through the forms prescribed 
for the solemnisation of matrimony in the Book of Common 
Prayer. No one was present but the contracting parties; the 
proceeding was, however, observed through a window by a 
¢asual spectator, who could not hear what was said. The 
plaintiff was the eldest child of that marriage; and, if legiti- 
mate, had an undoubted right to recover the estate. Although 








The case of Reg. v. Millis (10 Cl. & F. 
544), in the House of Lords, decided that no celebration 
was sufficient unless performed by an ordained clergyman ; con- 
sequently no valid marriage could now take place between 
members of the English Church except by the intervention of 
a priest in holy orders. His Lordship then proceeded to show 
that, according to the ecclesiastical laws of these countries, the 
presence of such a priest has been at all times essential to the 
due solemnisation of matrimony. This appears by a constitu- 
tion of King Edmund in 940—by the canon of Winchester in 
1076—and by a later canon in 1175. The authority of the 
Common Prayer Book could not be disputed ; and the marriage 
service could not, without grave and serious alterations, be 
performed by a clergyman at his own marriage. Although the 
faults or errors of the ministering priest might not vitiate the 
marriage, it could hardly be upheld where one of the contract- 
ing parties was a transgressor against his own sacred calling. 
Priests had been permitted to marry down to the eleventh cen- 
tury; but never had a priest been allowed to marry himself. 
The English Church did not revoke or alter ceremonies without 
reason; and it might safely be assumed that what was previ- 
ously the law, and what that Church had not altered, still re- 
mained the law; and that as before the Reformation no priest 
could marry himself, he could not do so now. He conceived 
that justice and the good order of society were opposed to the 
validity of the marriage. The judgments of Greene, B., Jack= 
son, J., Ball, J., and Monahan, C. J., were to the same effect : 
on the other hand, six judges were in favour of affirming the 
decision of the Court below. By a majority of one, therefore, 
the validity of the marriage is established; but as before inti- 
mated, an appeal to the House of Lords is confidently looked for. 


INcCUMBERED Estates Court. 


The appointment of Henry Martley, Q.C. to the First Com- 
missionership in the place of Mr. Baron Richards, affords an 
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assurance that the intention of the Goverriment is to carry on 
this court efficiently. The new commissioner was called in 
1828, appointed Queen’s Counsel in 1841, and has for many 
years enjoyed very extensive practice at the bar. In politics 
a moderate Conservative, he has not gained promotion as the 
reward of political subserviency, as has been the case with too 
many occupants of the judicial bench. The only objection that 
can possibly be urged against this appointment arises from the fact 
that the two other commissioners, to whose incessant exertions 
and distinguished ability the success of the commission is to be 
attributed, have been passed over in a manner that is far from 
creditable to the discrimination of her Majesty's advisers. It 
might reasonably have been expected that promotion would 
have been given to those eminent lawyers, in acknowledgment 
of services which have elevated Ireland from her state of terri- 
torial bankruptcy to a state of prosperity unequalled in her 
history. The friends of the Government, in attempting to 
reply to this charge of ingratitude (not to say injustice), point 
to the Common Law Bench, to the chief seats of which any 
very prominent member of the bar is at all times liable to be 
raised, without regard to any claim on the part of a puisne 
judge. The analogy, however, fails, as the Chief Justiceship is 
in law a distinct office, recognised as such in many acts of 
Parliament. The Incumbered Estates Act, on the contrary, 
recognises no distinction between the commissioners, except that 
of salary. In the Incumbered Estates Court there is no Chief 
Commissioner. When, therefore, the First Commissionership 
became vacant, it was generally expected that the distinguished 
occupants of the second and third seats would have obtained 
promotion, and that the new appointment would have been to 
the vacancy go created. 


AprotXtMeNTs AND ProMOoTions. 


Considerable dissatisfaction has been occasioned by some 
recent appointments to Crown prosecutorships by the Attorney- 
General (with all his ability, perhaps the most unpopular man 
who has ever occupied that office). For example, a proba- 
tioner—that is, a young gentleman just called to the bar, and 
not yet fully received as a member of the circuit, has received 
such an appointment on the Home Circuit. A system so admi- 
nistered, of course, fails to secure the best professional advice in 
Crown prosecutions. It is to be hoped that the nomination of 
Crown counsel will, in any measure introduced for England, be 
vested in such hands as will insure the selection of prosecutors 
with regard to their experience and ability, and not as in Ire- 
land, from political and sectarian considerations. 

The office of Clerk of the Crown for Kildare, vacated by the 
death of Mr. Barry, has been conferred on Mr. William Lewis, 
of the firm of Lewis and Howe, Nassau-street. The office of 
sub-sheriff, vacant by Mr. Lewis’s promotion, will be filled 
by Mr. E. Howe. 


ARTICLES OF CLERKSHIP—STAMPING AND 
ENROLMENT OF. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxtcrrors’ Journat & ReEPorTER. 





Srr,—May I request the favour of your calling the attention 
of the profession to the last stamp act in reference to the 
stamping of articles of clerkship, viz. 19 & 20 Vict. cap. 81, 
s. 8, in which the 7th Geo. 4, cap. 44 (prohibiting the Com- 
missioners of Stamps from’ stamping any articles of clerkship 
after the expiration of six months from date), is repealed. By 
the recent act, the commissioners are empowered (if directed by 
the Commissioners of her Majesty’s Treasury so to do), to stamp 
any such instruments upon payment of the duty chargeable at 
the date thereof, and such further sum, by way of penalty, as 
is therein set forth, such penalty varying in amount from £10 
to £50, according to the length of time intervening between the 
date of the instrument and the time when the same shall be 
brought to be stamped. 

Under the existing rule of court as to the enrolment of arti- 
cles of clerkship, the recent act is rendered inoperative, as no 
articles can be accepted for enrolment after six months from the 
date and unless previously stamped. Whether any new rule upon 
the subject is in contemplation, with the view of carrying into 
effect the intention of the Legislature, is uncertain, as would ap- 
pear from the fact of the point having been raised in the case of 
£z parte Williams, which stands over for consideration and 
judgment. Under these circumstances, it would be highly 
indecorous to do more than call the attention of the profession 
to an apparent anomaly between an act of Parliament and the 
existing rule of court. 

7th February, 1857. N. B. 





——= 


LANDLORD AND TENANT. 

To the Editor of Tue Soricrrors’ Journat & Reporter. 

Sir,—Among the many anomalies of the law which tend to 
bring it into disrepute, none is, perhaps, more absurd than the 
rule that a license given by a lessor to a lessee to do any parti- 
cular act for the benefit generally of such lessee, operates as a 
destruction of the condition for re-entry upon any breach of 
covenant of the lease. It is true that some doubt exists as to 
the extent of the operation of this rule, and as to how far it 
may be restricted by a qualified license; still, with the exception 
of the City of London, I believe all corporate bodies—and 
certainly most private persons—refuse to grant such licenses to 
lessees without taking defeasance to revive the condition. This 
is at all times a severe tax upon the lessee; and in cases where 
the property has been the subject of several sub-devises, and, 
therefore, not only licenses are required from the original lessor 
and each intermediate one, but defeasances also, it becomes a 
most oppressive one. 

The rule, if indeed it is law, as, with the exception men- 
tioned, it is generally believed to be, ought no longer to exist; 
and if one of our numerous legal representatives in Parliament 
were to bring in a bill to do away with it, and to enable lessors 
to grant qualified licenses without danger to their right of re- 
entry upon any future breach of covenant, he would do good 
service to the public, and also to the profession, whose interest it 
is to render the law reasonable and popular. 

I am, Sir, yours respectfully, 
A Soxicitor. 


i 
Lectures at the Encorporated Laty Society, 


MR. MALCOLM KERR ON THE STATUTES OF 
LIMITATIONS, 


Mr. Kerr, in his lecture of the 13th inst., resumed the consi- 
deration of the statutes of limitations, 3 & 4 Will. 4, cc. 27, 42, 
He said that in each of these statutes provision was made for 
disabilities, which were now the same in both. The disability 
of imprisonment under the statute of James 1 was not made a 
disability in either of the acts of Will. 4. The disability of 
absence beyond seas had also in certain cases ceased under section 
10 of the Mercantile Law Amendment Act, which"provided that 
no person should be entitled to “‘ any time within which to com- 
mence his suit or action” beyond the period fixed for the 
same by any of the enactments mentioned in the section, by 
reason only of such person or some one or more of such persons 
being, at the time the cause of action accrued, ‘‘ beyond the seas.” 
The section expressly specified the 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, s. 40, 
as affected by its provisions, and it would also apply to the 3 & 
4 Will. 4, c. 42,s.4. It might, therefore, be stated generally 
that in actions and suits on mortgages, judgments, liens, and for 
money charged on land, and for legacies, absence beyond seas 
was no disability ; that in actions on covenants and bonds, and 
proceedings on recognisances, it had now ceased to be a disabi- 
lity; and, generally, that as to all the twenty years’ limitations of 
actions on specialties (including the above proceedings) there 
were now but three disabilities—infancy, coverture, and un- 
soundness of mind. 

These three disabilities constituted incapacities within the 
3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, s. 40, and were the remaining disabilities 
expressly mentioned in the 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, s. 4. * 

Two propositions only were, therefore, required to sum up the 
law under the second head ; and these were :— 

1. All actions at law, and suits in equity on specialties—i. e. 
to recover the money secured by a mortgage, judgment, or lien, 
or to recover money bequeathed as a legacy, or damages for the 
breach of a covenant, or money payable under a bond, or under 
an award under seal (which was a specialty), or upon scire facias 
on arecognisance—must be brought within twenty years of the 
right accruing. 

2. The right accrued at the time the money was receivable; 
and if the person entitled thereto was an infant, under coverture, 
or of unsound mind, the money became receivable when the 
minor arrived at full age, when the woman was discovert, 
or when the person entitled became of sound mind. 

The lecturer then came to the third head of his subject—the 
period of limitation applicable to debts and other claims arising 
on simple contract. It had been considerably simplified by the 
abolition of the disabilities of impr t and ab beyond 
seas, but had been extended by section 13 of the Mercantile Law 
Amendment Act, which made an acknowledgment by an autho- 
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rised agent equally effectual to bar the operation of the statute 
as an acknowledgment by the party himself. 

The statute 21 Jac. 1, c. 16, s. 3, enacted that all actions of 
trespass qu. cl. freg., of trespass, detinue, in trover, and replevin for 
taking away goods and cattle, all actions of account and upon 
the case (other than such accounts as concerned the trade of mer- 
chandise between merchant and merchant, their factors, or 
servants), and all actions of debt grounded upon any trading or 
contract “without specialty,” and all actions of debt for 
arrearages of rent, should be commenced and sued within six 
years next after the cause of such action or suit, and not after. 
There was one general observation applicable to this enactment— 
viz. that it did not extinguish the debt, but only barred the 
remedy. Therefore a lien in respect of a debt was not gone, 
although the person having that lien could not sue the defendant 
in an action (Higgins v. Scott, 2 B. & Ad. 413). Another con- 
sequence of more importance followed from this doctrine of the 
remedy only being barred—viz. the claim was capable of being 
revived by the debtor’s subsequent acknowledgment or promise 
without any new consideration. Following out this doctrine, it 
would be found that in equity the statute did not run against 
the creditor of a bankrupt after the fiat (now the petition for 
adjudication), although the six years elapsed after it issued, and 
before the creditor applied to prove (Ex parte Ross, 2 Glyn 
& J. 46). 

As to the prominent exception in the section—the exception 
of accounts between merchant and merchant—its operation 
would be sufficiently illustrated by the case of Furrington v. Lee, 
2 Mod. 311. 

The law on this exception had undergone some changes. It 
was formerly held that the exception was not confined to the 
accounts of merchants, in the strict application of the term; but 
that wherever there were mutual dealings or cross accounts, for 
any one item of which credit had been given within the six 
years, both accounts were kept open (Catling v. Skoulding, 6 
T. R. 189). 

The fact of there being one item of credit was considered evi- 
dence of an acknowledgment that there was an open account 
between the parties, which let in an inquiry into the whole 
of the accounts together. Then came Lord Tenterden’s Act, 
making an acknowledgment in writing necessary to bar the 
statute; after which it was held that the mere fact of there 
being an open account was not enough to take the case out of 
the statute. Thus an open account between two tradesmen, in 
which each charged the other with goods, although it contained 
items within the six years, was not within the exception of the 
statute (Cottam v. Partridge, 4 M. & S. 271). 

Formerly, before Lord Tenterden’s Act, the exception of 
merchants’ accounts was not confined to the accounts of mer- 
chants in the strict acceptation of the term; it applied to 
tradesmen’s accounts, and might be pleaded in actions of assumpsit. 
That kind of equitable construction of the statute found no 
favour in the Court of Exchequer when the question came to be 
raised as to what was the strict law of the case. The operation 
of Lord Tenterden’s Act was to destroy the effect of all verbal 
statements, and nothing was to go to the jury as evidence but a 
written acknowledgment. The Court of Exchequer had now 
confined the exception of merchants’ accounts to those cases in 
which an action of account, or an action on the case for not ac- 
counting, would lie (Jnglis v. Haigh, 8 M. & W. 769). These 
three cases it would be useful to recollect for the next five years 
and a half; for the 9th section of the Mercantile Law Amend- 
ment Act, destroying the legal effect of the exception in the statute 
of James the First, allowed actions on merchants’ accounts to be 
brought for six years after its passing. Henceforth, by that 
section, the same limitation of six years would be applicable to 
these claims as to all other claims on simple contract—i.e., a 
plaintiff could not recover for items more than six years old 
without a written acknowledgment under Lord Tenterden’s Act, 
or a partial payment, which was an implied acknowledgment. 

The next question was, what actions came within the 3rd 
section. It began with trespass quare clausum fregit, which in- 
cluded actions for mesne profits after ejectment; next were 
actions of trespass, detinue, trover, and replevin for taking 
goods or cattle; and next, actions of account, and on the case, 
from which the exception of merchants’ accounts was made. 
Actions of account on the writ to compute were quite un- 
known in practice,—the remedy by bill in Chancery being in- 
finitely preferable. 

The 3rd section of the statute of James next mentioned 
actions upon the case, which term included actions of assumpsit. 
It will be seen from “Blackstone” that, in its origin, assumpsit 
was an action on the case on promises; had this not been so, 





this action would not have been within the statute of James. 
On this point the case of Battley v. Faulkner, 3 B. & Ald. 294, 
might be consulted. The section afterwards mentioned all 
actions of debt upon any contract without specialty, and actions 
for rent. The word “contract’’ applied the six years’ limita- 
tion to claims arising out of almost all the transactions of every- 
day life. It would be sufficient to instance its application in 
three cases. The statute applied to an action for a penalty 
under a bye-law made by achartered company, the defendant, by 
becoming a member of the company, consenting to its imposing 
bye-laws, and contracting to pay penalties incurred by him for any 
infraction thereof (Tobacco-Pipe Makers’ Co. v. Loder, 16 Q. B. 
765). It also applied to the right of the owner to money de- 
posited with a banker; for if that money was allowed to remain 
six years in the banker’s hands, without any payment or 
acknowledgment by him, the statute barred its recovery, the 
contract between a depositor and his banker being the same as 
a lending of money which was repayable on demand (Pott y. 
Clegg, 16 M & W. 321). Again, if an action was brought for 
a debt which was incurred and accrued due in a foreign country— 
in Scotland, for instance—which was generally considered a 
foreign country by the law of England—the statute might be 
pleaded in bar of such action, although the period of limitation, 
if any, prescribed by the law of the country in which the debt 
was contracted, might not have expired (The British Linen Co. 
vy. Drummond, 10 B. & C.903). The 3rd section of the statute 
of James enacted that all the actions mentioned in it should be 
commenced and sued within six years of the cause of such 
action, and not after. There was now but one way of com- 
mencing an action (there were formerly several), by suing out a 
writ of summons. This must be done within the six years ; and 
to prevent the operation of the statute it must be kept renewed 
from time to time in the mode prescribed by the C. L. P. Act, so 
that the main question connected with the commencement of the 
action was, when did the cause of such action arise? In those 
actions specified in the section there could never be any 
difficulty ; a trespass was a trespass, and the cause of action 
arose when it occurred. The cause of action in trover and re- 
plevin was the taking of goods; in detenue—the detention after 
demand made of them. With reference to actions on contract, 
again, there was one simple rule by which the commencement 
of the period of limitation might always be ascertained; and 
this was, that the statute ran, not from the making of the con- 
tract, but from the time when the plaintiff might have brought 
his action, which could only be upon a breach thereof. 

Thus, if the contract were to pay money at a future period, 
the six years began to run when that petiod had elapsed. 
Therefore, where a bill was drawn, payable at a future day, as 
was usual in such cases, for a sum of money lent by the payee 
to the drawer at the time of drawing the bill, the payee was 
allowed to recover the money in an action for money lent, 
although six years had elapsed since the advance of the money, 
the Court holding that the statute began to run only from the 
time at which the money was to be repaid—that was, from the 
time the bill became due, and when the promise of repayment 
was broken (Wiltertheim v. Lady Carlisle, 1 Hen. Bl. 631). In 
this case the contract was special; the money was lent to be 
repaid at a future day, and the breach of contract took place, 
when, that future day arriving, the money was not paid. In 
the ordinary case of money lent, there was no special contract, 
and the law, therefore, implied one—viz. a contract to repay on 
demand; but as no demand was necessary in such a case, the 
period of limitation began to run, as in the case of Pott v. Clegg, 
from the very day of the money being lent. And so, if a prce 
missory note were payable on demand, this was a special con- 
tract to pay, in the same way as the law implied in the case of 
money lent, and the statute began to run from the date of the 
note (Norton v. Ellam, 2 M. & W. 461). The same principle 
applied to the case of bills or notes payable at a certain time 
after demand, or after sight; for where a bill or note was payable 
one month or six months after demand, a demand was neces- 
sary, that the drawer or maker might know when to pay—his 
contract was broken if he did not pay on the expiration of the 
time, and the statute then began to run (Thorpe v. Coombe, 
Ry. & Moo. 388). So, if a bill was drawn payable one month 
or any other time after sight, the statute ran from the expira- 
tion of that period after the bill had been presented to the drawee 
for acceptance (Holmes v. Kerrison, 2 Taunt. 323). There was, 
however, a peculiarity attending foreign bills. It was this— 
that the holder of a foreign bill had an immediate right of 
action thereon on the non-acceptance, protest, and notice, and 
did not acquire a fresh right of action on non-payment thereof 
when due; the statute accordingly ran from the former, and not 
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from the latter period (Whitehead v. Walker, 9 M. & W. 506). 

There was the same general rule running through all classes 

of contracts—viz. that the limitation began to run from the 
breach of the contract; so that, in order to ascertain when the 
period of six years commenced, the inquiry should be, What 
was the contract? This could be best illustrated by a few 
ordinary cases. If a merchant consigned goods to a factor, or 
to an auctioneer, to sell, the promise of the agent was, on his 
being employed, to account for the proceeds of the-sale on 
request. Therefore, until a demand or request for an account 
was made, the agent had not refused to account, he had not 
broken his promise or contract to do so. Consequently, an 
action for not accounting would not lie till after demand; and 
as the plaintiff’s right of action accrued on his demand not 
being complied with, the statute ran from the time of the de- 
mand (Topham vy. Braddick, 1 Taunt. 572). 

So in the case of a guarantee or an indemnity. When a 
surety became bound to answer for the debt or default of another— 
i.e. became guarantee for another—the law implied a promise 
by the principal debtor or defaulter that he would indemnify 
the surety. This obligation to indemnify arose the instant the 
surety was compelled to pay in ease of the principal; at that 
very instant, the principal acquired a right of action against the 
surety for not indemnifying him; consequently, the statute ran 
against the principal from that very instant. Suppose, again, 
there were two or three sureties: the law in this case implied a 
promise or contract by each of them to pay his share of liability, 
and, as a necessary ingredient of that contract, to indemnify 
each other, if either or any of them paid more than his propor- 
tion. The right to enforce this implied contract of indemnity 
arose whenever one of the co-sureties had paid more than his 
share; consequently, then, and then only, did his cause of action 
accrue, and from the time of that payment of more than his 
share did the statute run (Davies v. Humphrey, 6 M. & W. 158). 
The actual damnification, in these cases, called into activity the 
implied contract; and there being nothing to suspend the right 
arising under the contract, the contract was at once broken by 
the non-indemnifying of the surety. Thus, if one man lent 
another his acceptance, there was an implied promise by the 
borrower that he would indemnify the lender against the con- 
sequences. In this case, the statute ran, not from the time the 
bill or note became due, but from the time the lender of it had 
to pay it, irrespective of its becoming due; for at that time 
only was he damnified, and then only was the promise to in- 
demnify broken (Reynolds vy. Doyle, 1 M. & G. 758). 

In all actions of contract, the gist of the action was the breach 
of the contract, not any resulting or collateral damage, which 
might be thereby occasioned. In the last instances, arising 
on contracts of guarantee and indemnity, there was, no doubt, 
damage sustained by the sureties, and by the person indemnified 
in the latter instance. But the damage sustained was not the 
result of the contract. If the surety was not called on to pay 
for his principal—if the co-surety was not required to contri- 
bute more than his share—if the person who lent his accept- 
ance was never called on to take up his bill—there was no 
breach of contract at all. It was the very fact of their being 
damnified which entitled them to be indemnified, and gave them 
a right of action. 

Since, then, in actions of contract, the gist of the action was 
the breach of the contract, and not the consequential damage, 
the statute ran from the breach. It followed that, although the 
consequential damages were sustained by the plaintiff within 
six years, his action was barred if the contract was broken at a 
period beyond the six years. As illustrative of this principle, 
two cases might be referred to:—In the case of Short v. 
M'‘Carthy, 3 B. & Ald. 626, the plaintiff sued the defendant for 
that he did not diligently and sufficiently search at the Bank of 
England to ascertain whether certain stock was standing 
in the names of certain persons, having been employed as 
an attorney to do so. The omission to search took place more 
than six years before the action was brought, although it was 
not discovered by the plaintiff till within the six years. The 
plaintiff had bought the interest of a person who had no-right 
to sell, and had paid £340. The statute being pleaded by the 
defendant, it was held that it ran from the time of his breach 
of duty in not searching, and not from the time the plaintiff 
was damnified by finding that he got nothing for his money. 
The other case was that of Howell y. Young, 5 B. & C. 259, in 
which the defendant, the attorney, had not used due diligence 
in ascertaining whether a mortgage would be a sufficient secu- 
rity for the plaintiff's money. The insufficiency of the security 
was not discovered until after six years had elapsed from the 
time the transaction had been settled ; and on the plaintiff suing 





for the negligence, and the defendant pleading the statute, it 
was held that the cause of action arose at the time the defendant 
broke his contract to use due care and diligence, and, conse- 
quently, that the action was barred. The same doctrine that 
the statute ran from the breach of contract pervaded all the 
cases (see also the cases of Battley v. Faulkner, 3 B. & Ald. 288 
and Bree v. Holbeck, 2 Douglas Rep. 654). In the latter case, 
Lord Mansfield threw out a suggestion to the effect that fraud 
might take the case out of the statute. By fraud was here 
meant fraud practised by the defendant in order to prevent the 
plaintiff from discovering his cause of action. The point was 
raised indirectly in several subsequent cases at common law, 
but was never directly decided until recently, in the case of 
Hunter v. Gibbons, 1 Hurl. & Norman, 459. The remedy of 
the plaintiff was, as stated in that case, in equity; as to the 
nature of which, and the circumstances in which it would be 
given, reference must be made to the case of the South Sea 
Company v. Wymondsell, 3 P. Wms. 143. 

With regard, then, to those causes of action, the remedy for 
which by suit was barred by the six years’ limitation, it would 
be easy to recollect that they were of two sorts :— 

1. Causes of action arising from torts to real and personal 
property. 2. Causes of action arising from simple contract. 

1. Torts to real property here meant injuries to the property 
itself, not injuries to the right of property trespass :—quare cl. 
Jreg., or trespass for mesne profits, were torts to real property 
in the former sense, and in that which involved a six years’ 
limitation. Similar in its nature to the action of trespass for 
mesne profits, usually brought after a judgment on ejectment, 
was the action for arrears of dower, or damages on account of 
such arrears. This was usually an action on the case for keeping 
the doweress out of possession, and therefore an action quasi & 
delicto, or of tort, in which, by the statute 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, 
s. 41, six years’ arrears only could be recovered. With per- 
sonal property, again, were included detinue and trover, replevin 
and trespass de bonis asportatis, or case for carrying away goods, 
the count usually joined with trespass quare clausum fregit. 

2. Causes of action arising from contract might be said to 
include all the claims one man might have against another, 
which were not founded on a specialty, for which there was a 
twenty years’ limitation. 

The 3rd section of the statute of James mentioned actions of 
debt, for arrearages of rent. This was, of course, debt on simple 
contract ; for if the demise were by deed, the limitation was 
twenty years. The 42nd section of the 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, which 
enacted that not more than six years’ arrears of rent or interest 
in respect of money charged on land should be recovered, ex- 
tended these words to all actions whatever, but did not over- 
rule the previous sections prescribing the twenty years’ limita- 
tion in actions on specialties ; so that, where the contract was by 
specialty, arrears of rent or interest for twenty years might be 
recovered (Paget v. Foley, 2 Bing. N. C. 679; Strachan vy. 
Thomas, 12 Ad. & Ell. 536). 

There being, then, two sorts of causes of action to which the 
six years’ limitation was applicable, it was easy to recollect— 

1. That the cause of action in all cases of tort arose the 
instant the plaintiff received the injury complained of ; for in- 
stance, it arose at once from a wrongful entry on his land, or 
a wrongful conversion of his goods; and 2. That in all cases of 
contract the cause of action arose when the contract was broken. 


<>. 


Law Amendment Society. 


FOURTEENTH SESSION—NINTH GENERAL MEETING. 
Fepruary 23rd, 1857. 

Mr. Serjeant Wootrycn took the chair, at eight o'clock. 
Among those present were—Mr. W. Hawes, Mr. D. Power, Mr. 
Edgar, Mr. Elliott, Mr. E. Webster, Mr. Howell, Mr. Aspland, 
Mr. F. Hill, Mr. Tudor, Mr. Lawrence, Mr. Reed, Mr. Link- 
later, Mr. C.: Webster, Mr. Twamley, Mr. Manning, Mr. Fisher, 
&e 








The following new members were ballotted for, and elected : 

The Right Hon. the Lord Mayor; Samuel Pope, Esq.; 
“dward Nugent Ayrton, Esq. 

Mr. Epcar read a report of the Partnership Law Committee, 
on a resolution lately brought before the society by Mr. E. 
Lawrance on the laws now in force relative to the winding up 
of the estates of joint-stock companies. The report proceeded 
to state under what acts of Parliament the different species of 
joint-stock companies may be wound up, and gave the effect of 
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the different enactments. With reference to the interests of credi- 
tors in cases where the winding up of a company is in Chancery, 
under the 11 & 12 Vict. and 12 & 13 Vict., the property be- 
comes vested in the official manager, who is the nominee of 
the shareholders, and in whose appointment or proceedings the 
creditors have no voice, the control of the estate being thus 
taken from them. The estate was liable to be seized at the 
instance and for the exclusive benefit of creditors obtaining 
judgment, and the registering of judgments so obtained entitles 
the creditor to preference by affecting the title to real and lease- 
hold estates of the company. There is no power to defeat frau- 
dulent preferences or other unfair dealings with the property of 
the debtors. The winding up of an insolvent company under 
these acts is a quasi bankruptcy, without the incidents of bank- 
raptey. With reference to the interests of shareholders, where 
the winding up is under the 7 & 8 Vict. cap. 111, or under the 
11 & 12 Vict. cap. 45, and 12 & 13 Vict. cap. 108, there is 
no protection to shareholders or their property against the 
executions of creditors, however numerous, even where the 
shareholders may be willing to pay far more than their just 
proportion towards the liabilities of the company. Shareholders 
are therefore compelled to seek the protection of the bankrupt 
laws, or are induced to make away with their property and 
leave the country. In cases where the winding up is under 
the Joint-Stock Companies’ Act, 1856, shareholders will only 
be liable under sections 61, 62, and 63. A company registered 
under that act being constituted a corporation, the share- 
holders are not liable to creditors, and cannot be reached 
by any proceedings on the part of the latter. It was obvious 
to the committee that the mode of winding up under the Joint- 
Stock Companies Act, 1856, is by far the most advantageous 
both to shareholders and creditors. How far the division of 
jurisdictions, which that act provides, is necessary or expedient, 
was a question well worthy of consideration. The committee 
recommended that the winding up provisions of the Joint- 
Stock Companies Act, 1856, should, with additional powers to 
creditors and shareholders, be extended to all trading com- 
panies—That, in order to insure equal distribution of assets, 
and to prevent undue pressure upon shareholders after an order 
for winding up, no proceedings should be taken by any share- 
holder except by leave of the court-—That the court should 
have power, on sufficient cause being shown, to arrest the 
person or attach the estate of any shareholder who should be 
proved to be intending to abscond or to make away with his 
property— That the court should have authority to direct the 
registration of a petition as a lis pendens against the estate of 
any shareholder. If it should be thought expedient, instead 
of enacting the larger measure indicated by the preceding 
resolutions, to amend the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 111, and the 11 & 12 
Viet. c. 45, and 12 & 13 Vict. c. 108, provision might be 
made for the administration of an estate in bankruptcy, when 
the bankruptcy is subsequent to the appointment of the official 
manager, and also for allowing the creditors to nominate a 
representative in any winding up, and to provide for the pro- 
tection of shareholders and for equal distribution of assets. 

Mr. EpGar moved that the report be adopted, and remarked 
that it was of extreme importance that the Legislature should 
at once pass some measure for carrying into effect the sug- 
gestions made by the committee. 

Mr. E. Lawrance seconded the motion, and alluded to the 
case of the Royal British Bank, as showing the necessity of 
some alteration in the existing law. 

Mr. LinkLArer also supported the resolution, which was 
carried nem. con. 

Mr: Serjeant Woolrych then left the chair, which was taken 
by Mr. Edgar, and the learned Serjeant proceeded to read a 
paper on official trustees. 

This paper was referred to the council and ordered to be 
printed. 

The meeting adjourned till Monday next, the 2nd of March, 
when Mr. E. Nugent Ayrton will read a paper on a mode of 
giving an indefeasible title to land. 
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The following is an abridgement of the conclusion of the 
Rey. Mr. Maurice’s paper on the moral grounds of the distinction 
between law and eqnity :— 

“The struggles: for existence in Henry the Second’s time 
brought to light, along with the monstrous claim of the 
dergy to be exempt from the jurisdiction of the ordinary 





tribunals, the assertion that there is a justice to which 
kings themselves must bow, along with the passionate efforts 
of the monarch to establish his own will, a most precious de- 
fence of his position as the representative of the whole nations, 
and the equal judge of all classes of persons within it. The 
position of the Anglo-Norman King is so closely associated with 
the idea of equity as distinguished from merely literal or 
positive law, that [ cannot tell whether it is not from the study 
of this distinction that our knowledge of his functions and his 
authority is best derived. We have seen that Aristotle was 
obliged to associate justice and equity with just and equitable 
men, even when he most desired to view them abstractedly or 
to connect them with the state. The vagueness which be- 
longed to Cicero’s beautiful conception of equity could not be 
removed, much as he desired to escape from it, because it was 
impossible for him to consider political justice as embodied in a 
person without violating all his republican traditions. How 
much he felt this perplexity—how much he traced it in his 
most eminent countrymen—his frequent appeals to the republic 
sufficiently prove. The catastrophe of the republic showed 
that the necessity for the sway of a single man, which was re- 
luctantly inferred by the noblest citizens, was one from which 
there was no escape. But the catastrophe of the empire was 
surely as decisive a witness that if this single man were a 
god-gerant of a world, he must effectually stifle all the desires 
and hopes which had called him into existence. How could 
they be satisfied? Blackstone tells us that the practice of the 
Court of Equity is derived from the clerical chancellors. I 
have no doubt he is right in the charges which he brings 
against them, as having set up their own notions of what was 
equitable against law, and that legal chancellors may have 
done a great service by introducing a more even rule. But 
it is, surely, not an unimportant reflection that these clerical 
chancellors were regarded as keepers of the king’s con~ 
science. However ill some of them may have performed that 
task, the fact that the king was regarded as the fountain 
of equity, because a conscience was believed to be present 
at his decisions, or to pronounce them in his name, is 
one of the most pregnant of all facts; one that explains 
some of the most interesting points of our history; one 
that receives light from the opinions of moralists, and 
throws back a light upon them; one which shows how 
much deeper and more real the faith which is written 
in the heart of a nation, and is developed by its actual 
experience, is, than all the speculations of philosophers, of 
divines, and of jurists. I know how easy it is to speak of this 
faith as a fiction. Nay, fictitious it might no doubt become; a 
fiction it may have been from the first in the hearts of many 
kings and chancellors. As they laboured to keep it alive, feel- 
ing it to be a fiction, for certain purposes of theirs, or to procure 
respect for their authority, they will have done what in them 
lay to make the moral feeling of the nation fictitious, and, with 
her, suffered the just recompense of being incapable of living 
except in a fiction themselves. But the doctrine itself was a 
protest against fiction—was the witness that there is an eternal 
truth to which every one, in his own practice, owes homage, 
the acknowledgment and perception of which is the security of 
the throne as well as of the law. It went far beyond Aristotle’s 
notion of equity, not only providing for the feebleness of the law, 
but asserting Aristotle's great principle that equity deals with 
particulars of which literal law cannot take notice. The 
conscience in each of us assuredly takes cognizance of par- 
ticulars, not of generalities. It has to do with one’s acts and 
circumstances, at each moment, not with some imaginary or 
possible acts or circumstances in which another might find 
himself. It cuts through letters, not to find excuses and 
indulgencies, but to ascertain obligations. At the same time, it 
confesses these obligations to be contained in laws which are of 
universal import, and which it cannot twist or contract to suit 
any purposes or notions of its own. If there is such an equity 
as the Stagyrite spoke of, there must be such an organ as this 
through which it makes itself known. If there is an equity for 
nations as well as individuals, our ancestors cannot have 
been wrong in assuming that there must be a national 
conscience. And Cicero would also have felt that the doctrine 
thus impressed upon our institutions supplied the defects in his 
idea of law and justice. It would do so most imperfectly if 
it recognised a monarch as the depositary of law and justice ; 
for he supposes that law must have provided some perfect com- 
manding reason, and must also have that which responds to it 
in the nature of man. But when the king is reminded that 
all his acts are inconsistent and monstrous, except as he recog= 
nises obedience to a law of rights which is not a dead law, but 
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is perfectly embodied and livingly administered, which will 
make itself good both against king and subjects, which can use 
both as its instrument, the Republican Equity and the Imperial 
appear to have each their justification. 

These principles asserted themselvs through the conflicts 
of orders in our country during the ages before the Reformation. 

One cannot attribute to that event a change in the relation of 
the king and the priest, so far as the keeping of the conscience 
was concerned. Sir Thomas More, the lawyer and the enemy 
of Protestants, had accepted the office of Chancellor without 
scruple, not feeling that he was breaking any tradition, or, 
perhaps, being aware that the old practice could not any longer 
be maintained. But, in another way, the Reformation had a 
great effect upon the feeling, among moralists as well as among 
the people, respecting law and equity. The distinction between 
a righteousness, which is merely according to law, and a high 
righteousness belonging to the new dispensation, was never so 
vehemently asserted before. But it appeared as if they belonged 
to different classes of persons ; as if formal law was for mankind 
at large, the more perfect righteousness, though needful for all 
men, only intended for some. Hence it could never be the 
ground of national instruction, or expressed in the national juris- 
prudence. When such an opinion prevails, equity begins 
to be regarded as a mitigation of the rigour of the law for cer- 
tain persons, not as expressive of the very intent and purposes of 
the law. Theking is rather relied upon as one who had the pre- 
rogative of pardoning certain transgressions, than as repre- 
senting the conscience which acknowledges the right whether 
it is favourable or unfavourable to particular persons, whether 
it is more or less severe than the decree of the lawgiver. 
A notion so feeble as this must be unacceptable to all accurate 
thinkers, to whatever school they may belong. It is worth while 
to observe, how it affected these men of the most dissimilar cha- 
racters and tendencies, and to what different conclusions re- 
specting the nature and worth of equity it conducted them. 
Richard Hooker speaks of this in his 5th Book. 

The reverend reader read the passage at length, and con- 
tinued§:—Hooker’s doctrine you will perceive is little more 
than an expression of Aristotle. Law is with him as with the 
Greek the assertor of universal maxims; Equity the rectification 
of it, because it descends to special cases. But he as little as 
Aristotle could tolerate this notion, that equity is merely a 
more indulgent law. John Selden lived in a very different 
atmosphere from Hooker. Those against whom the divine had 
reasoned were, in the latter days of the accomplished antiquary 
and lawyer, victorious. He had been tormented with their 
notion of an ecclesiastical supremacy which was to ride over 
the law and the state, as he had been before tormented in his 
earlier days by similar pretensions proceeding from another 
quarter, and taking another form. Nothing seemed to him so 
desirable as to assert law in its literal strictness, and to mock at 
the attempts which were made, under one plea or another, to 
set it aside and explain it away. Therefore he writes in his 
“Table Talk,” words with which, I doubt not, many of you are 
familiar: ‘‘ Equity in law is the same that the spirit is in 
religion, what every one pleases to make it. Sometimes they 
go according to conscience, sometimes according to law, some- 
times according to the rule of Court. Equity is a roguish 
thing. For law we have a measure—know what to trust to. 
Equity is according to the conscience of him that is Chancellor, 
and as that is larger or narrower, so is equity. It is all one as 
if they should make the standard for the measure that we call 
a foot, a Chancellor’s foot. What an uncertain measure would 
this be. One Chancellor has a long foot, another a short foot, 
a third an indifferent foot. It is the same thing in the 
Chancellor's conscience.” But by far the most important 
writer for the illustration of the whole subject is, I think, 
the Philosopher of Malmesbury. No one had ever the imperial 
notion so strongly rooted in his mind as Hobbes; no one set 
himself so resolutely to destroy the difference between the 
Emperor and the Gothic or Christian King. All equity is with 
him absorbed into authority ; authority is a mere synonyme of 
power. Lex is the decree which goes forth from one who can 
command ; jus is what is left to a man which lex has not taken 
from him. Extract from Greek, Roman, English lawgivers, 
judges, and moralists, everything which appertains to the idea 
of a conscience, and the residuum is the doctrine of the 
Leviathan. Any amount of religion is compatible with 
this doctrine, provided it is the religion of fear, not of 
trust. Any kind of government is compatible with this doc- 
trine, provided that government is absolute, and confesses no 
obligations due from it to the subject, or from the subject to 
it. One is curious to know how the idea of law and equity 





would present itself to such a thinker. In his able dialogue 
between a lawyer and a philosopher on the common law, ha 
handles it in these words :—‘ Lawyer: How would you have a 
law defined? Philosopher: Thus; A law is the command of 
him or them that have the sovereign power, given to them that 
are his or their subjects, declaring publicly and plainly what 
every of them may do, and what they must forbear to do. 
Lawyer: Seeing all judges in all courts ought to judge accord- 
ing to equity, which is the law of reason, a distinct court of 
equity seemeth to me to be unnecessary and a burden to the people, 
since common law and equity are the same law. Philosopher: 
It were so, indeed, if judges could not err. But since they 
may err, and that the King is not bound to any other law than 
that of equity, it belongs to him alone to give a remedy to 
them that, by the ignorance or corruption of a judge, shall 
suffer damage.” Equity, according to this able and consistent 
writer, is not in any sense a qualification or weakening of the 
command which has gone forth from the lips of the utterer of 
law. It is that command coming forth with greater complete- 
ness and determination from the absolute judge, whose decrees 
express the fate by which gods and men are bound, who is the 
head of that great huge monster, “the flakes of whose flesh 
are joined together, ail firm in themselves that they cannot be 
moved, whose heart is as firm as a stone,—yea, hard as a piece 
of the nether millstone,” a creature with no life or freedom or 
natural movement, which, according to Hobbes, has taken its 
pastime in the waters of our world for some thousands of 
years, and which one hopes may one day sink, and be lost in 
them altogether. But though I cannot acquiesce in either 
Hooker's, or Selden’s, or Hobbes’ view of this subject as deci- 
sive and satisfactory, each, it seems to me, teaches us something 
which the other does not teach, and which we should not forget. 
Selden’s protest against a moveable equity and a moveable 
conscience is surely of the highest worth. If either equity or 
conscience means what he supposed it to mean, the sooner we 
have done with them the better. And as we cannot get rid of 
them, as they force themselves upon us in every experience 
of our lives, and in every page of history, the more pains we 
take to find out what is their true meaning and their true rela- 
tion to each other, the more we are likely to deliver ourselves 
from the counterfeits of both, which are not less injurious in our 
day than they were in Selden’s. 

Again, with respect to Hobbes, though I cannot think his 
imperial doctrine is at all a good exchange for that regal doctrine 
which is embodied in the English constitution—though I hope 
we shall never become worshippers of naked power, but shall 
always cultivate in ourselves a hatred and contempt of it—I yet 
would be far from denying the twofold service which he has 
rendered us, first, in showing us that there must be a dependence 
in all the different parts of the commonwealth upon each other; 
secondly, in shewing how dreadful the necessity of such a depen- 
dence would be if the parts of it were merely united artificially 
together—if no great moral principle caused them to cohere. 
You must not wonder if Blackstone's language, about law and 
equity being both purely artificial systems, makes those who 
reverence both and feel the unspeakable necessity of both, 
tremble lest such a notion should ever pervade the minds of the 
members of his profession, or of Englishmen generally. For cer- 
tainly it is the existence of the opposite notion to that—of a very 
deep and settled belief that law and equity have both their 
foundation in principles of morality and reason, and that each 
sustains the other—positive decrees implying a justice or equity 
which they can but imperfectly express—equity continually 
referring back to fixed letters and forms as a witness against the 
caprice of judges and rulers, and as a protection from it—has 
been the strength of the English character, has given a stability 
to our nation which nothing else could give. This belief has 
found various ways of expressing itself; some of them have 
become quite unmeaning and obsolete. But that which they 
embodied does not perish when they perish. It may be- 
come stronger by being freed from the restraint which they 
imposed upon it. As the thought of a keeper of a sovereign’s 
conscience is lost, the idea of a national conscience, which the 
sovereign embodies, of which every inferior functionary who 
acts for him is the guardian, which every man does something to 
make clearer or darker, more pure or more corrupt, may be fully 
working itself out. How the idea of a national equity and a 
national conscience may unfold itself in countries where there is 
no one visible head—especially how this can be effected among 
people of our own race—is one of the deeply interesting problems 
which our Transatlantic children must solve, and which, no 
doubt, some of their accomplished jurists are assisting them to 
solve. 
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And, to speak of our own country, with which we are chiefly 
concerned, I apprehend that the distinction between law and 
equity is upheld in many other ways than by the separation of 
the courts bearing those names—a separation which some of you 
may think it expedient to abolish. The rude equity of country 
magistrates, the irregular equity of courts martial, has served, 
and may serve, to keep up the sense of the justice, which, as 
Bracton says, rests in the breast of the just man, even as the 
wrongs which proceed from these tribunals drive us back to those 
of a more organised character, and make us rejoice in the severity 
of their rules. Nothing, I am sure, is truer than the assertion 
that a very high equity may be found in the courts of law; 
that there, also, men are continually asserting their right to 
penetrate through the letter of documents to the spirit which is 
contained in them. It is not for the purpose of disputing these 
assertions, or from a presumptuous wish to meddle with questions 
which are entirely out of my sphere, that: I have ventured to put 
together a string of what may appear to some of you truisms, or, 
to some, exploded fallacies. It is because I am: sume.that the 
more we connect the details of all our professions with great 
moral principles which concern us as men, the more we shall 
understand each other, the more we shall do the work which is 
given us to do for the whole land. 





The annual meeting of this Society took place on Monday 
evening last, when the Hon. Baron Bramwell, the president for 
the past year, delivered an address on the objects and prospects 
of the Society. He congratulated its members upon the very 
great success which had attended its operations, referring par- 
ticularly to the reputation which its published transactions had 
acquired not only amongst the profession in this country, but 
on the continent and in America. 

Among the new members whose election was announced, 
were the Lord Chief Baron and Mr. Baron Channell. 


—__~<> 
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Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, Feb. 20. 
Vores AND MINUTES oF THE House. 

Earl StANHOPE moved that a select committee be appointed 
to consider whether any, and if so, what improvements can be 
effected in the printing of the minutes and journals of the 
House, and especially as to putting upon record both the num- 
bers and the names of peers who take part in the divisions. 
As one among several instances adduced of the value of 
the system he proposed, his lordship alluded to perhaps the 
most remarkable scene which had occurred either in this 
or the other House of Parliament—what was generally 
called the dying scene of Lord Chatham. There was in 
existence a letter of Lord Camden describing this scene, in 
which it was said that all the peers put on the appearance of 
distress, with the exception of :a certain Lord M., who seemed 
entirely unmoved. On reference to the journals of the House, 
it was shown that two Earls of M. were present (Lord March- 
mont and Lord Mansfield), and the noble and learned lord (Lord 
Campbell) had clearly proved that the peer referred to was Lord 
Chief Justice Mansfield. This showed the value of records of 
the House in an historical point of view. 

Lord GRANVILLE concurred in the expediency of the motion ; 
which was agreed to. 


Monday, Feb. 23. 
Divorce AND MATRIMONIAL CAusEs BILL. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR, at the request of Lord Lyndhurst, 
postponed the second reading to Tuesday, the 3rd of March. 

Lord CampBELL protested against a clause which had been 
added to the bill, allowing the dissolution of marriages with- 
out the intervention of any legal tribunal; and stated that he 
should feel it his duty to oppose such an alarming provision. 


Prosates AND LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION BILL. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR moved the second reading of this 
bill. He said it was intended to remedy an evil which had 
been cried out against for many years as arising from the 
Numerous petty jurisdictions (for the most part ecclesiastical) 
existing throughout the country in regard to the granting of 
probates of wills and letters of administration. ~There were no 
fewer than a hundred different courts which exercised this juris- 
diction, besides which there were other courts whose jurisdiction 





was rather of a theoretical than a — character. There 
was the Prerogative Court of Canterbury sitting in London, 
and the Prerogative Court of York sitting.at York, each of 
which exercised in its own province a certain jurisdiction in 
cases where the deceased possessed property out of the locality 
over which the jurisdiction of the inferior court extended. That 
was a state of things which in practice was found to be ex- 
tremely inconvenient. It was obviously inconvenient that the 
next representative of a person dying in Lancashire, for in- 
stance, should not know, as regarded third parties, whether the 
probate should be taken out in Lancashire or at the Prerogative 
Court at York. Another grievance in the constitution of these 
courts was, that they all possessed contentious jurisdiction. There 
was a great number of other small matters requiring remedy, but 
he would content himself with referring to two points, the in- 
convenient multiplication of small courts throughout the country, 
and the cumbrous mode of procedure in the larger court in 
London. In the first place, he proposed to abolish all the ex- 
isting courts; because, supposing the present Prerogative Court 
to be as perfect as its greatest admirers could wish, still he 
thought it was the general opinion that the court should be her 
Majesty’s Court of Probate, and not the court of any ecclesi- 
astical authority. He, therefore, proposed to abolish all local 
jurisdictions, and to constitute one Queen’s Court of Probate, 
reserving the question of who was to be judge for future con- 
sideration. As he did not see where the present practice of the 
prerogative court could be improved, he proposed that it should 
be adopted, giving the judge power to make new rules when 
they might be necessary. In order to exclude all sus- 
picion that patronage had anything to do with legislation, 
he intended that the whole of the present staff of the prero- 
gative Court should retain their offices, subject only to the 
usual reasons for retirement. But the great change he pro- 
posed was that, instead of having disputed questions of fact tried 
in the present imperfect mode, they should be decided by oral 
evidence taken before a judge, or an issue sent before a j 
With regard to matters of detail, they should all be left to the 
judge; but, with regard to the great questions, he proposed that 
they should be dealt with in the well-known constitutional mode 
—namely, by the issue to be tried on the circuit; so that it 
would have the advantage at.once of the intellect of the judge 
and the common sense of the jury. He proposed that all non- 
contested matters should be left where they now were, and that 
they should be confined to the proctors and advocates of the 
courts. This part of the plan would, no doubt, create great dif- 
ference of opinion, mainly on account of the exorbitant fees 
alleged to be charged by the proctors. Compensation had been 
suggested, but the case of the six clerks showed what exorbitant 
sums might be paid under that arrangement; he therefore pro- 
posed that the proper authority should have power to reduce 
the fees. When they came to contentious business, he proposed 
that the cases should be thrown open to the profession generally. 
He intended to abulish all the district and diocesan courts, but 
to retain the district offices for the registration of uncontested 
wills, The number of districts would be thirty-six, instead of 
twenty-seven, as at present. Uncontested wills he proposed 
should be filed in the district, and a list sent up every fortnight 
to London; and in case of small wills contested, say under £200, 
he proposed that jurisdiction should be given to the county 
courts. With regard to personal and real estate, he proposed 
that, in case of dispute, the inheritor of real estate should be 
cited before the Court of Probate. He proposed also that there 
should be a place of security in London in which wills might 
be deposited during the life of the testator. There only re- 
mained for him to justify the appointment of the judge of the 
new court. He did not propose to transfer the probate jurisdic- 
tion to the Court of Chancery, but merely to give to one of the 
Vice-Chancellors of that court the office of judge of the Court of. 
Probate. This was doing no more than what had already been _ 
done in the case of bankruptcy jurisdiction, in which, up to the 
time of the appointment of the Lords Justices, one of the Vice- 
Chancellors had acted as a Court of Review. He would proceed 
at once to state why he selected a: Vice-Chancellor as judge. 
The judge of the Prerogative Court sat for the disposal of non- 
contentious business twenty-five times—or, at the outside, thirty 
times—during the year, and the average length of these sittings 
was two hours each. At other times the judge was occupied 
in deciding contentious cases, in which, having to wade through 
long masses of written evidence, great length of time was neces- 
sarily occupied. All this would, however, be swept away, and 
there would be only left to the judge the one contentious busi- 
ness, and the duty of deciding, where a verdict was unsatisfac- 
tory, upon the granting a new ttial. There being, then, & 
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necessity for a new judge whose duties would be thus light, the 
question was, to whom should those official duties be given ? 
There was only a choice between one of the vice-chancellors and 
acommon law judge. Between these two personages there did not 
seem to him room for a moment’s hesitation. The common law 
judge had to go on circuit twice, and would not improbably soon 
have to go thrice a-year, while the Vice-Chancellor was constantly 
on the spot. He ought to state that no extra salary or privi- 
leges would be bestowed upon the Vice-Chancellor. The 
power of granting new trials he proposed to vest in the Vice- 
Chancellor. In cases of misdirection, no doubt a court of com- 
mon law would be better enabled to judge of the necessity of 
granting a new trial, but these were not the kind of cases which 
would be likely to arise. In any other case the care and at- 
tention which the judges of the Court of Chancery habitually 
gave to the question of the granting of new trials, would render 
the Vice-Chancellor a competent and proper person to exercise 
the discretion of granting or withholding the right of further 
proceedings. His lordship gave a history of previous attempts 
at legislation on this subject, stating that he had endeavoured 
to avoid the less satisfactory portions of those attempts, and 
concluded by moving the second reading of the bill. 

Lord St. Leonarps complained of the perpetual changes of 
intention which were manifested in these measures. First, the 
jurisdiction was to be given to equity; then there was to be a 
separate court; and now they came back to the original idea, 
with but little variation, for a judge of an equity court was to 
take the probate cases. When the idea was first started of 
giving this jurisdiction to courts of equity he had opposed it; 
but at the same time urged, that, if given, it should be given to 
one judge only, so he didnow. The present equity system was 
working admirably ; but he feared that the introduction of new 
duties might derange its working, and hence his opposition. 
Besides, there now existed a competent judge of a testamentary 
court: if his office were destroyed, he must be compensated. 
He could not understand why the judge of the Prerogative 
Court was to be allowed to spend his days in retirement, his 
pay being continued, and a Vice-Chancellor appointed to do his 
work in addition to his own. His noble and learned friend pro- 
posed to take from heirs-at-law of real estate in this country a 
right which they had hitherto always possessed—the right to 
have the validity of a will tried by issue. This was a vested 
right, which belonged to them by the law of England; and he 
trusted that such persons would always be in a position to say 
that they would not yield up real estate till a jury of their 
countrymen had decided against them. [The Lord Chancellor 
intimated that the bill would not have that effect.] He (Lord 
St. Leonards) had read the bill carefully, and that was the 
construction he put upon it. As to the extension of probate of 
real estate, he observed, that if they consented to that, they 
might rest assured that the Chancellor of the Exchequer would, 
in addition to the succession duty, favour them with a probate 
duty on real estate. He would never agree that where there 
was no contention the heir-at-law should be called in as a party 
to a suit with regard to the testator’s real estate. It must be re- 
membered that those who were interested in the personal estate 
were seldom entitled to the realty. With regard to the thirty-six 
district courts, he would be glad to be informed what compensation 
was to be paid, and what would be the amount of the salaries. 
Even though the business were non-contentious, the duties to 
be performed would often be very important; and it was de- 
sirable to ascertain whether the registrars were to be simple 
clerks, or men of experience and capacity. In different parts of 
the country, where there were neither proctors nor judge, the 
registrars would be called upon to perform, in many respects, 
the duties of both; and the more the district courts were mul- 
tiplied the more mischief might they inflict. He regretted to 
be obliged to differ from his noble and learned friend, but he 
would be happy to render any assistance in his power in endea-~ 
vouring to make it acceptable to the country. 

Lord Lynpuurst said, that in consequence of there being 
only a few peers present, he should postpone his remarks till the 
measure was more advanced. 

Lord CampsE.t said he was not at all satisfied with the mea- 
Sure before the House, the sum and substance of which was 
that where there was a contested probate the case was to be- 
come.a Chancery-suit. The operation of the bill would be this: 
when the case came before the Vice-chancellor, he would first 
have to see whether there was ground for an issue or not, which 
he. would ascertain by means of affidavits, or of viva voce evi- 
dence. If he thought there was sufficient ground, an issue 
would be directed accordingly ; and, after the matter had been 
before a jury, it would come back to him, and he would say 





whether he were satisfied or not. After that, there might be an 
appeal to the Lord Chancellor or the Lords Justices, which 
would be argued, like any other appeal, in the Court of Chan- 
cery; and lastly, an appeal to that House. He did not believe 
that mode of proceeding would be at all better than the present 
state of things, under which there was first the proceedings in 
the Prerogative Court, and then an appeal from that Court to 
the Committee of Council, whose judgment was final. Much 
as he (Lord Campbell) might value the Court of Chancery, he 
did not wish to see the Court of Probate, any more than the 
courts of common law, absorbed by that court. His noble and 
learned friend would do well to recollect that the Court of Chan- 
cery was by no means so popular that its absorbing power was 
likely to be viewed with favour by the public. If he wished~ 
as he was sure he did—to see the professed object of the bill 
carried out, let him abjure the intention to make the Court of 
Chancery the Court of Probate, and propose to establish a new 
Queen’s Court independent of the Court of Chancery. He 
trusted that the bill would be greatly improved in committee, 
and that the present session would not pass away without wit~ 
nessing the accomplishment of the object. 

Lord WENSLEYDALE said, in the principle of the provisions, 
with respect to the appointment of registrars to do all the pre~ 
liminary work, he entirely concurred; and he thought all the 
details of the measure might be fitly reserved for consideration 
in committee. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR wished to say a few words in ex~- 
planation on one or two points. He had never intended to 
deprive an heir-at-law of his right to have the validity of a will 
disinheriting him tested by the verdict of a jury; and if there 
was anything in the bill to that effect, he would be ready to 
alter it. Asto the appeal, the reason why he proposed to make 
it to their Lordships’ House instead of to the Privy Council, was, 
that there might be cases in which real estate was involved as 
well as personal, and he doubted whether their Lordships would 
be satisfied to have appeals on the subject of the freehold in- 
heritance of land in this kingdom referred to the Privy Council. 
He would not discuss the other objections, including the 
question as to the judge, as he thought they were all matters 
for the committee. He did not think he would have been 
justified in proposing the appointment of-a new judge, when 
the work could very well be done by one of those at present 
existing. 

The bill was then read a second time. 

Thursday, Feb. 26. 
Law or LIBEL AS APPLICABLE TO REPORTS. 

Lord CAMPBELL, in proposing the resolutions of which he had 
given notice, observed that a decision had recently been given 
by the judges of the Court of Queen’s Bench upon the question 
whether or not a true report of the proceedings of what was: 
called a public meeting, in which statements were made reflecting 
upon the character of an individual, was privileged, or whether: 
the newspaper which published the report was not amenable to: 
the law of libel. That decision had been severely criticised. It 
was urged that the court ought to have held that a faithful 
report of such proceedings was privileged, however libellous, 
and that it was sufficient to give a remedy as against the 
speaker of the libel. That doctrine was said to be founded 
upon the case of the Earl of Northampton, as reported in Coke; 
but that decision was entirely extra-judicial. It was the dictum 
of certain lords, who were members of the Star Chamber, in 
reference to oral statements, and went merely to say that if a 
man simply repeated a verbal accusation as having been made 
by another person, he was not liable. To suppose that the pub- 
lication of all proceedings of public meetings was privileged— 
whether libellous or not—would be most alarming. If such a 
doctrine were laid down, the publication of sedition might be 
held lawful, nor would there be any safety for private 
character, for a man might then get up at one of these meetings 
and calumniate his neighbour, knowing that his statements 
would be made public. At the same time, there ought unques- 
tionably to be a privilege extended to journalists in doing that 


which was for the public benefit. If there were no reports: 


published of the debates in either House of Parliament, their 
lordships and the members of the other House would probably 
feel dissatisfied, while. the pnblic would suffer a great incon- 
venience. As the law stood, the fairness. and impartiality 
of such reports, however, did not protect the newspapers. that 
published them from the operation of the law of libel on account 
of any libellous statements they might contain. Without 
going so far as to say that the reports of all public meetings 
ought to be. privileged in the same way, there were meetings 


of a public character, from the publication. of whose proceedings 
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there was no reason to apprehend that any danger, or any 
injury to private character, would result. The noble aud learned 
lord concluded by moving for a select committee, to consider 
whether the privilege now enjoyed by reports of the proceedings 
of courts of justice might be safely and properly extended to 
reports of the proceedings of the two Houses of Parliament, 
and of any and what other assemblies or public meetings, under 
any and what conditions or restrictions. 

Lord WENSLEYDALE made a few remarks in support of the 
opinions expressed by Lord Campbell.—The motion was then 

1 to. 
iad HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Tuesday, Feb. 24. 
MAsTerRS AND WORKMEN. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said, in answer to Mr. Pellatt, that 
the statutes relating to masters and workmen had been consoli- 
dated by the Statute Law Commissioners, and a bill with that 
object was under consideration, and he believed would be intro- 
duced into Parliament; but he was not aware that the Govern- 
ment had other measures on the subject in contemplation. 

Surrs at Law AnD 1n Equity. 

The ArroRNEY-GENERAL said, in reply to Mr. Phillimore, 
that he should be exceedingly glad to promote any inquiry 
likely to terminate in abolishing the technical distinction be- 
tween suits at law and in equity, which he believed would be 
the foundation stone of any effectual reform in our jurispru- 
dence. It did not, however, appear to the Government that 
that subject could be well considered in a committee; and he 
trusted that when the department of public justice should be 
founded, it would form one of the matters of their deliberations. 

JOINT-STOCK BANKS. 

Mr. Witkryson asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether it was the intention of the Government to introduce 
any measure in this session which should have the effect of pre- 
venting-a recurrence of the state of litigation which had taken 
place in the cases of the Tipperary and Royal British Banks ? 

The Cuancetror of the ExcHEQUER said that the Govern- 
ment had prepared a measure on the subject of joint-stock 
banks, which would be introduced as soon as there should be 
any prospect of its being taken into consideration. 

Vednesday, Feb, 25. 
Jupements Execution, &c., Brn. 

‘Mr. CRAvuFURD moved, in order to remove one of the objec- 
tions of the Attorney-General for Ireland, the introduction of a 
provision by which it should be declared that no judgment 
should be registered in Ireland if it were twelve months old, un- 
less by special leave of the court. In reference to an amend- 
ment to be proposed by the Lord Advocate, he would in- 
treduce a provision that advantage should not be taken in 
Scotland of the absence of a party to issue a citation. 

Mr. Firzceravp said he should press the amendment of 
which he had given notice, to substitute a copy of the judgment 
for a memorial, when proceedings under the proposed act should 
be undertaken. He objected to including the courts of Lan- 
caster and Durham. 

‘Mr. Craururp said, that if he agreed to substitute a copy 
for a memorial, it w ould be an abandonment of the whole prin- 
ciple of the bill. He acceded, however, to the suggestion to 
omit the courts of Lancaster and Durham. 

The committee divided on the question that “copy” should 
be substituted for “ memorial,” in the first clause, when the 
numbers were—For the amendment, 99; against it, 77: 
majority, 22: 

The House then resumed, 

Mr. Cravrurp stating that he should consider whether he 
would proceed further with the bill, the principle of which he 
thought had been seriously injured by the amendment. 

Friday, Feb. 27. 
BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. Crosstey asked the Attorney-General, if it was the 
intention of the Government to introduce any measure during 
the present session to amend the law of bankruptcy, by which 
the present costs may be greatly lessened; and, if it was the 
intention of the Government to introduce any measure by 
which creditors, by:means of deeds of assignment, which shall 
Not as at present be deemed acts of bankruptcy, may be enabled 
by themselves to wind up insolvent estates. 

Sir R. BerueEtt said it was not intended to bring in a bill 
on the first subject. The second point was under the consi- 
deration of the Government. 
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presented. 


Petition 





Read 
2nd 
time. 
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137. Mid-Kent +“ Bromley to| 

St. Mary's Cray (Exten- 

sion to Dartford) ........++++ Feb. 12) 
138.Mid-Kent Ry.(Croydon Ex.)| Feb. 4\Feb. 19 
139. Mid-Kent & S. Kent Ry. . 
140. Midland Gt. Western Ry. 0 

Ireland (Sligo ean Feb. 9\Feb.10 
141, Midland Gt. Western Ry. 0 

Ireland (Tullamore Line) Feb. 6'Feb. 9 
142. Mid-Sussex Railway......... \Feb. 13{Feb.26 
143. Milford Improvement ......'Feb. 6/Feb. 9 
144, Monkland Railways ..... «-++|Feb. 5/Feb. 6 
145. Mordon Carrs Drainage ...'Feb. 6 Feb. 9 
146. National Assurance and In-| 

veatment Association ...... - 12'Feb.13 
147. Nene Valley Drainage and | 
Navigation Improvement. eo. ‘a 6 








148. New Brunswick & Canad a| 
Railway & Land Co. ...... -- Feb. 6 
149. Newcastle-under-Lyme 
Leek Ro eveseee: 
150. Newport, Abergave 14 
Hereford Railway....+...++++ “Ine. 17 
#151. Newquay Pier, Harbour, 
and Railway ........0c000+0e000+++/Feb.10 
152. New River Company . Feb. 4) 
153. New Ross Free Bridge Act | 


Feb. 9 
ee Feb. 9 Feb.10 








Feb.19 


Feb. 5 








154. F and Enniskillen Ry.|Feb. 4 Feb.20 
155. Newry, Warrenpoint, and | 
Rostrevor Railway ........./Feb. 4 Feb. 5 
156. Newtown& MachynllethRy.|Feb.13 Feb.16 
157. Norfolk Estuary Acts | 
Amendment . +/Feb. 5/Feb. 6 
158. Norfolk Railway .......... -|Feb. 6 Feb. 9 
159. North Derbyshire Railway Withdrawn 
160. North-Eastern & Hartle- 
pool Dock and Railway) 
Cos. Amalgamation......... 
161. North-Eastern Ry. (Capital) 
162. Noith-Eastern Ry. (Lan- 
chester Valley Branch) ... 
63. North Level Drainage...... 
164. North Staffordshire Ry. 
(Bridgewater Canals)...... 
165. North-Western Railway ... 
166. Norwich & Spalding Ry.... 
167. Oldham, Ashton-under- 
Lyne and Guide posit 
Junction Railways ........-/Feb. 4)Feb. 5 
Orkney Roads  .......e.e0e +|Feb. 12! Feb.13 
Otley and Skipton Road .. +|Feb.17|Feb.19 
Peebles Railway .. Feb. 4'Feb. 5 
Portadown and D 
non Railway........ 
172. Portsmouth Railway.. 
173. Portsmouth Water 
174, Prestwich, Bury, and Rad- | 
cliffe Roads ecadestesevesenens F 
175. Price’s Patent Gandle Co... |F 
176, Pulteney Town Harbour ... 
177. Reading Rys. Junction Ry. 
178. Reversionary Interest Soc. 
179. Rhymney Railway ......... 
180. Richmond Improvement... 
181. Richmond & Kew Ex. Ry... 
182. Ringwood, Christchurch, & 
Bournemouth Railway .. 
183. St. George's Harbour Act 
A 4d A 


eneceeeeeeeces 


Feb. 
Feb. 


Feb. 
Feb. 


Feb. £ 
Feb. 5 F 
Feb.10, ‘Feb. ll 


9/Feb.10 
4\Feb. 5 


4\Feb.19 
4) Feb. 5 


=~ 


168. 
169. 
170. 
171. 







Feb. 
Feb.11) Feb. 12. 
Feb. 16! Feb.26} 


| 
| 





Feb.17 Feb.26 
.|Feb.12\Feb.13 








Feb. 6'Feb. 9| 
Feb.12 Feb.13 


184. St. Helen's Canal and Ry... 
185. St. Philip’s Church, Liverp. 
186. Salford Borough (No. 1) ... 
187, Salford Borough (No. 2) ..-| ... oe 
188. Salisbury and Yeovil Ry. ...|Feb.10\Feb.23 
189. Scottish Central Railway...!Feb, 5|Feb. 6 
190. Selby and — ee 
ton Road ....... sesseeee/ Feb. 6) Feb. 9 
191. Shrewsbury Gas... eeseeeee|Feb.10 Feb. 11 
192. reg Union Rys. and 
Canal, London and North- 
Western Ry., and Shrop- 
shire Canal Companies ... 
193. Sittingbourne and Sheer- 
ness Railway.......++ 
194. Slaney River Improvement! 
195. Southampton, Bristol, an 
South Wales Railway. 
196. South Devon Railway 
197. S.-Durham & Lane. Un. Ry. 
198. S. Eastern Ry. (Greenwich 
June. to Dartford, &c.) ... 
199. ae Ry. (Read- 
ing, &c.) ecesesses eee 
200. South London Railway. oo 
201. South Shields Gas..........+ 
202. South Staffordshire Water.. 
203. South Yorkshire & North 
Lincolnshire Junction Ry. 
204. Stamford & Essendine Ry.. 
205. Stockton New Gas & Stock- 
ton Gas Consumers’ Cos... 





Feb.17| Feb.18 


Feb. 4'Feb. 6 
Feb.16 Feb.17 


+lFeb. 4) Feb.20 
Feb. 4) |Feb. ‘ 
Feb. 4) Feb. 








Feb. 6\Feb. 9 


Feb.10 Feb.11 
Feb.17\Feb.25 
-|Feb. 6|Feb. 9 
Feb.10/Feb.11 


Feb.13| Feb.26 
Feb. 13)|Feb.16: 


Feb. 7 6 





Rejectied by 


Feb.25 


..| Feb.13|Feb.17|Feb.26 


Feb.16 
Feb.16 
Feb.16 
Feb.11 
Feb.16 
Feb.18 
Feb.13 
Feb.16 
Feb.16 
Feb.24 


Feb.10 


Feb.10 
Feb.23 


Feb.11 


Feb.16 
Feb. 10) 


Feb.24 
Feb.11 


Feb.11 
Feb.11 
Feb. 16) 


Feb.10 


Feb. 24 
Feb.10 


Feb.11 
Feb.11 
Feb.10 


Feb.16 
Feb. 10) 
Feb.13 
Feb.11 
Feb.17 


Feb.18 


Feb.16 
Feb.18 


Feb.11 
Feb. 16 
Feb.16 


Feb.23) 
Feb.11 
Feb.10 
5|Feb.10; 
Feb.16 
Feb.16 
Feb.16 
Feb. 16 








[Reba 


\Feb.11 
{ 


S. 0. C 
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906. Stockport, Disley, & Wha- | 

ley Bridge Railway.........|Feb. 4:\Feb.23} ... eve oa oe 
907. Stratford-upon-Avon Gas. .|Feb. 4 Feb. 5j/Feb.10) ... ose eee 
908 Stratford-upon-Avon Ry ...|Feb.10'Feb.23}_ ... ove ows eee 





909. Sunderland Gas............00 Feb. 4 Feb. 5/Feb.10| ... oe eee 
210. Sunken Vessels Recovery | 

COMPANY «.e.eeecereee abasennd Feb. 9 Feb.10/Feb.16} ... eve eco 
211. § Docks Feb.18 Feb.19| ... ose ove eee 
212. Swansea Harbour Trust & | 

Swansea Dock Company. .|Feb.16 Feb.20 ooo oan eve 


913, Taff Vale Railway............|Feb. 4 Feb. 5{Feb.10} ... |... |. 
214. Thames Embankments and | 
RAWAYS cecveccocceccccccccess coo | ous eon ove 





.|Feb. 6,Feb. 9\Feb.24) ... ove eco 

216. Thames & Medway Ry...... is | eee an ose eco eee 
217. Tilbury, Maldon, and Col- 

chester Railway ............|Feb. 4 Feb. 5|Feb.13} ... por coe 


218. Times, Atheneum, & Bea- | 
con Ass. Cos. Amalgam....|Feb.13\Feb.16|Feb.23|} ... eee ove 
219. Tipperary Joint Stock 
Banking Company .. eve eee eee ooo oe ove 
#220. Torquay &St. Mary Church 
Gas Feb.23) 0. | ose | coe | co | coe 
221. Tottenham, Hornsey, and \ 
Willesden Junction Ry....|Aband'oned 
922. Tralee and Killarney Ry....|Feb. 4'Feb. 6] ... eco ose ooo 
223, Tweed Fisheries......... sooee[Feb. 5 Feb. 6/Feb.11| ... eee on 
224. Tweed River Fisheries. Feb. 4Feb. 6/Feb.10} ... ove eve 
Feb. 4 Feb, 5|Feb.13} ... coe ins 
Aband oned 
Feb.17\Feb.19|_ ... eee oe ove 
Feb. 4 Feb. 5|Feb.10) ... oe = 











228. Victoria (London) Docks... 
229, Watchet Harbour ............ Feb. 4'Feb. 5!Feb.10) ... “a se 
230, Watchet Harbour Trust «|Feb. 4 |Feb. 5|Feb.10 
231, Waterford & Tramore Ry. .|Feb. 4/Feb. 5|Feb.10) ... eee eee 
232. Wearmouth Bridge, Fer. 

ries and Approaches ......|Feb. 4/Feb. 5|Feb.10} ... ove eco 


233. Weaver Navigation ...... 
234. West of Fife Mineral Ry.... 
235. West Hartlepool Harbour « 
Ry., and North-Eastern 
Ry. Cos. Amalgamation... 
236. West London and Crystal 


Feb.13)Feb.23) ... ose eve 
Feb. 9\Feb.16) ... ove ose 





Feb. 6)|Feb.10'Feb.16) ... eee eco 


Palace Railway............++- ove eve eee eee oe oe 
237. West Metropolitan Ry. & 
Thames Embankment...... ese ou eco ose eco eee 


238, Westminster Improvements|Feb.12\Feb.13| ... eee oxo ooo 
239. Westminster Terminus Ry, 

Ex. (Clapham to Norwood 

Abandonment)...............|Feb. 6/Feb. 9/Feb.16) ... eee ove 
240. West Somerset Mineral Ry. Feb. 4)Feb. 5)Feb.10) ... ove soe 
241. West Somerset Railway ...}Feb.11|Feb.23]  ... eco ove eee 
242. Wexford Free Bridge ......|Feb.16|Feb.18|Feb.23| ... oo ave 
243. Whitehaven and Furness 

Junction Railway ........./Feb. 4/Feb. 5/Feb.10| ... eve oe 
244, b Amncsaey Cleator, and 


Egremon t Railway coeeee: .{Feb. 4/Feb. 5)Feb.10/ ... eee eee 
245. —— (Wolverhamp-; 
DB. ccreccccsccscccvccscces| Feb. 9\Feb.10/Feb.16) ... 


246. Wikasiow & Lawton Road..|Feb. 5|/Feb. 6)... ove ove 
247. Wimbledon & Dorking Ry.|Feb.13/Feb.16|Feb.23| ... eee eee 
248. Worksop & Attercliffe Ry..|Feb.10|Feb.12|Feb.17| ... eee 
249. Wycombe Railway .........|Feb.11/Feb.12|/Feb.17| ... fe ove 























The Bank of London and the Keith and Dufftown Railway Bills have 
been withdrawn, and other bills, which will hereafter be called No. 2. 
Bills have been introduced. Both bills have been read first time. 

Solicitors must bear in mind that all petitions against bills must be 
— not later than seven clear days after the date of the second 
Teading. 

The following second readings are postponed :— 
Bagenalstown and Wexford Railway .........++ 
Norfolk Railway 
Alva Parish till Feb. 27 
Cork and Youghal till March 2 
European and Indian Junction Telegraph...... till Feb. 27 
W ter Improv till March 9 
Aldershott Rail till March 4 
Tralee and Killarney Junction .. eeeee till March 11 


SELECT COMMITTEE ¢ ON ON STANDING ORDERS. 
The cases which were considered on the 20th February, by the Stand- 
ing Order Committee, were decided as follow :— 


Fraserburgh Harbour. 

Salisbury and Yeovil Railway. Sates Se. on mga va, 

West Somerset Railway. with thelr Bill svete, Ao 

Stratford-upon-Avon Railway. = 

Dundalk and Enniskillen Railway.—Bill allowed to proceed on condition 
that the promoters deposit amended plans and sections, and do not 
read the bill a second time until March 23rd. 

Keith and Dafftown Railway..—Bill allowed to proceed, on condition that 
the promoters strike out all provisions which enable the Great North 
of Scotland Railway to raise money by new shares. 

Mid Kent Railway (Bromley to St. Mary's Cray).—Standing Orders not 
complied with. 

New Quay Pier.—Adjourned till Tuesday. 

Cases decided, on the 24th February, by the Select Committee on 

Standing Ord rders: — 

Caledoni g Powers).—Bill allowed to proceed on condi- 
tion that _ A out all provisions giving powers over the Forth 


till March 10 
till March 6 


























and Clyde Junction Railway, the Crieff Junction Railway, and the 
Dunblane, Doune, and Callender Railway. 

South London Railway.—Bill allowed to proceed, on condition that the 
parties deposit amended lists of owners, lesees, and occupiers. 

South Yorkshire and North York- )} 
shire Railway Junction. 

Mid Sussex Railway. 

Rhymney Railway. 

Deeside Extension Railway. 

Richmond and Kew Extension 
Railway. 

New Quay Harbour.—This Bill is postponed, pending an application to the 
Court of Chancery to confer powers on the trustees, which will meet 
the requirements of Parliament. 

Dixthorpe Turnpike Trust.—Leave given to present Petition for Bill 


| Standing orders dispensed with, 
} and the parties allowed to proceed 
with their bills unconditionally. 





BILLS PETITIONED AGAINST. 
The time has expired for petitioning against all Bills which were read 
a second time, on the 13th, 16th, 17th, and 18thof February. The follow- 
ing Bills were petitioned against. 
(EXPLanation.—The first column shows the number of the Bill on the 
alphabetical list ; the second column shows the number of Petitions pre- 
sented against it.] 





No. of Bill No. of | No. of Bill No. of 
on List. Petitions. | on List. Petitions. 
6 ace | TB ccccccccecccccccecccccee SD 
7 ~ % 145... 3 
29 a 147 7 
31 a 148 2 
34 .« 2 149 3 
38 - 160 2 
40 - tI 166 1 
44 a 176 3 
46 « 3 182 1 
55 . & 184 2 
71 - 4 191 1 
99 » @ 198 10 
101 — a 199 3 
109 . 4 201 1 
112 . & 202 8 
116 « 210 2 
121 . 3 217 ll 
122 . 2 225 3 
127 - 4 234 1 
128 . 235 3 
130 a % 239 4 
140 ... - 8 248 1 
FAD ccccces eeccceece ecceccce |G 





A Petition has been presented against Nos. 19 and 20 respectively, but 
it is after time. 

The Bills which were read a second time on any of the above days, up 
to the 18th of February inclusive, and which do not appear in the above 
list, are unopposed, and will be referred to the Chairman of Ways and 


Means. mensemmene 
SCOMMITTEE OF SELECTION. 
Committees on the undermentioned Bills are appointed to meet as 
follows :— 





Time of 
Name of Bills. Members. Meeting. 
Cornwall Railway. ieee } 
Exeter and Exmouth Railway. 
Inverness and Nairn Railway. ome Cine < Ways 
South Devon Railway. Mi: Vieneae: 

Waterford and Tramore Railway. Sis Lacon. Tuesday, 
Whitehaven, Cleator, and Egremont March 3, 
Railway. at 2. 

The Chairman of Ways 
Price’s Patent Candle Company. Mr. oa 
Mr. Glyn. 
: The Cakeen. 

Peebles Railway. 
Scottish Central Railway. ie hy g mond ionte 

) The Chairman. eT " 
Electric Telegraph Company. Un Duncan. 

Lord A. Paget. 


The Panel is struck from which members will be selected to serve on 
opposed Committees, which will commence their sitting in the week 
commencing Monday, 9th March. 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION. 

This committee met again on February 27th, and appointed the days 
for groups A, B, C, D, and E, and F to meet. The days are put opposite 
to the groups, and also the bills named which will come on first. 

Group A. 

To meet. Read ~Sga 

12th March—Feb. 10. Dumbarton Water. 

first day. 

Feb. 10. Glasgow City and Suburban Gas. 

Feb. 10. Glasgow Gas. 

Group B. 

10th March—Feb. 10. Sunderland Gas) (These bills will come on the first 

11. Burslem Gas jay. 

11. Stockton New Gas and Stockton Gas Consumers 


(This bill will come on the 


” ” 
” ” 


Company. 
16, South Shields Gas. 
Group C. 
10th March—Feb. 10. Tweed River Fisheries. 
11. Tweed — 
Roup D. 
10th March—Feb. 10. Brighton, Hove, and Preston Constant Service 
Water. (This bill will come on the first day.) 
* » 10. Kidsgrove Market. 
* » 16. Kidsgrove Market, Town Hall, &c. 


” ” 


” ” 
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Group E. 
12th March—Feb. 11. Birkenhead Docks (Construction).) These bills will 
i » 11. Birkenhead Docks (Management)s come on first. 


11, Mersey Conservancy Docks. 
» 16. Liverpool and Birkenhead Docks. 
Liverpool Docks Committee and Birkenhead Docks 
Group F, 
Feb. 10. Watchet Harbour 


» 10. Watchet Harbour Trust { This group isrepealed. 
1, 13. Pulteney Town Harbour J 
Group G. 
19th March—Feb. 10, Portsmouth Water. (This bill will come on the 
first day.) 
” », 10. Wearmouth Bridge, Ferries, and Approaches. 


« », 16. Landport and Southsea Improvement. 


” », 416. Milford Improvement. 
Group H. 
Feb. 11. Norfolk Estuary Acts Amendment. 


», 13. Tyne Improvement. 
» 416. Mordorn Carrs Drainage. 
Grover I. 


Feb. 11. North Level Drainage. 
+, 13. Nene Valley Drainage. 
Grovrp J. 
17th March. New River. (This bill will come on first.) 
9 Bury Gas. 
” Chester Water. 
” Chatham District Water. 


GENERAL COMMITTEE ON RAILWAY AND CANAL BILLS. 
The Railway and Canal Committee have issued their Second Proyisiona 
List, in which, it is believed, there will be little alteration. Groups 7 
9, and 13 will meet in the week commencing March 16. 


Read Read 
2nd time, 2nd time. 
ENGLAND. No. 9. 
No. 1. (To meet in the week commencing 
Metropolitan. March 16,) 


South London. 

Thames Embankment& Ry. 

West London & Crystal Pal. 

Westminster Term. (Clap- 
ham to Norwood) Aban- 
doned. » 10. Taff Vale. 

West Metropolitan and 
Thames Embankment 

Richmond and Kew Ext. 


Ely Tidal Harbour and Ry. 
Feb. 11. Ely Valley. 
Newport, Abergavenny, & 


Feb. 16. Hereford (Extensions). 


f=r) 


Bourn and Essendine, 
Stamford and Essendine. 

6. Manchester, Sheffield, and 
Lincolnshire (Railway to 
Romily, &c.) 

Manchester, Sheffield, and 
Lincolnshire (Railway to 
Buxton, &c.) 

North Derbyshire. 


Feb. 


_ 


0. 2, 
Feb. 10. East Kent (Ext. to Dover), 
East Kent (Strood to St. 

Mary’s Cray). 

» 16. Herne Bay & Faversham. 
Mid-Kent (Croydon Ext. 
Mid-Kent & South Kent. . 

» 16. South Eastern (Greenwich Stockport, Disley, & Wha- 

Junction to Dartford). ley Bridge (Extension). 
Thames and Medway. No. 11. 
Sittingbourne & Sheerness. | Feb. 16. Cannock Mineral, No. 1. 
Yo. 2 Cannock Mineral, No. 2. 
1. North Staffordshire (Bridg- 


No. 3. 
Feb. 11. Reading Rys. Junction. 
water Canal). 


» 16. S. Eastern (Reading Junc.) 


~ 


» 11. Great Western & Brentford. | ,, 23. Shropshire Union Canal 
3» 17. Wycombe (Ext. to Thame). Co., London & N.-West- 
Wimbledon & Dorking. ern Ry. Co., & Shropshire 
No. 4. Union Railway Co. 
Feb. 8. Aldershott. > 46. St. Helen’s. 
Andover Canal. ‘ No. 12. 
» 13. Bristoland South Wales and | Feb. 10. Blackburn (Extensions). 
Southampton Union. Doncaster and Wakefield. 
» 11. Dorset Central. » 10. South Durham and Lanca- 


shire Union. 
South Yorkshire and North 
Lincolnshire Junction. 


sy 10. London and South Western 
(Acts Amendment), 
Southampton, Bristol, and 


- South Wales. > 10. Oldham, Ashton-under- 
Salisbury and Yeovil. Lyne, and Guide Bridge. 
vo. 5. No. 13. 


(To meet in the week commencing 


Stratford-upon-Ayon. 
March 16.) 


Mid-Sussex. 


Feb. 11. Portsmouth. Feb. 10. Lancaster, Carlisle, and 
Ringwood, Christchurch, & Ingleton. 
Bournemouth. » Al. North-Western. 
» 10. Lewes and Uckfield. Clifton. 
No. 6. Coniston. 
Eastern Counties (Ext.). +» 10. Whitehaven and Furness 
Feb. 13. Tilbury, Maldon, and June. (increase of capital.) 
Colchester. No. 14. 
East Suffolk. Feb. 16. Bedale and Leyburn. 
Norfolk. » 11. Blyth and Tyne. 


North-Eastern (Lanchester 
" Valley). 
(To meet in the week commencing | ,, 10. N.-Eastern (Amendment of 
March 16.) cts). 
Dartmouth and Torbay. » 16, N.-Eastern and Hartlepool 
West Somerset. Dock and Railway. 
Feb. 10. West Somerset Mineral | ;; West Hartlepool Harbour 
(Minehead Extension) and Ry., and N.-Eastern 
East Somerset. Ry. (Amalgamation). 
No. 8. 
Conway Valley. 
Newtown & Machynlleth. No. 15. 
St. George’s Harbour and Banff, Macduff. & Turriff. 
Railway Act (Amend.). Feb. 18. Banff, Portsoy, & Strathisla. 
Feb. 20. Cwm Amman. Deeside (Extension). 
Birkenhead, Lancashire, & | ,, 10. Inverness and Nairn. 
Cheshire Junction(Steam Keith and Dafftown. 


Boats, &c.). No, 16. 
Weaver Navigation. Feb. 10._ Carlisle and Hawick. 


» 16. Norwich and Spalding. 
No. 7. 


- 
- 


ScoTLanD. 








| [Read 
2nd time. 


Read 
2nd time. 


British and Irish Grand ern of Ireland. 
Junction. Great Southern and Westt- 
Caledonian (Running Pow- ern (Ext. from Tullamore 
ers, &c.) to Athlone). 
» 11, Caledonian (Lines toGran- | ,, 16. Midland Great Western of 
ton). Ireland (Exten. to Sligo), 
» 16. Edinburgh, Perth, and| ,, 16. Midland Great Western of 
Dundee. Ireland (Ex. to Tullamore), 
No. 17. No. 19. 
Feb. 10. Bathgate, Airdrie, & Coat- Dublin and Meath. 
bridge. Dundalk and Enniskillen, 
» il. Monkland. Newry and Enniskillen. 


Fife and Kinross. 
Kinross-shire. 
Forth and Clyde Junction. a» ak 
Hamilton and Strathaven. 
+» 10. Leslie. 

» 16. West of Fife Mineral (Ext.) 
IRELAND. 


“ae 


Nl Feb. 10. Newry, Warrenpoint, and 
” ad 


Enniskillen. 
Portadown & Dungannon. 


No. 20. 
Bagenalstown & Wexford. 
Cork and Youghal. 

Feb. 12. Cork and Bandon. 
No. 18. | ,, 11. Dublin and Wicklow. 
Feb. 10. Great Northern, and West_ | Tralee and Killarney. 





PUBLIC BILL IN THE NATURE OF A PRIVATE BILL. 
Chatham District Lards was read first time on the 10th, and a second 
time on the 24th of February, and committed, and committee named. 


STANDING ORDER PROOFS. 
Adjourned cases heard by the Examiners in respect of bills which 
have not been introduced into the House, up to February 26th. 
[ABBREVIATIONS:—S. 0. C., Standing Orders complied with. N. C, 
not complied with.] 


Feb. 24.—Berkeley, Dursley, -&c., Turnpike .. recap || Mr. Smith 


* (foramonth 











. Adj ed 

os Salford Borough Bill (No. 1).. aed {titMar 36 ” 

a Salford Borough Bill (No. 2).......000+ ditto ” 
Feb. 26.—Conway Valley Railway ........... cove rey Mr. Frere 

27.—London City Hotel and BuildingCos. Abandoned ” 
» West London and Crystal Palace ... N.C. Mr. Smith 

» Thames Embankment Aband ’ 

» St. George's Harbour abied an Maro ‘ 


LIST OF CASES BEFORE SELECT COMMITTEE. 
The following is the List of Cases before the Select Committee on Stand- 
ing Orders, on Friday, 27th February, 1857 :— 

1, Newquay Pier, Harbour, and Railway. 

2. Belfast Improvement. 

3. Torquay and St. Mary Church Gas. 

4. Birkenhead, Lancashire, and Cheshire Junction Railway—Petition of 
Trustees under the will of Richard Smith and others, and the petition 
of William Potter, for dispensing with Standing Order 109, and for 
leave to be heard on their petitions against the said bill. 

5. Great Northern Railway—Petition for leave to deposit petition for Dill. 

6. Mallow and Fermoy Railway—Petition of Sir Edward M’Donnell and 
Francis Bernard Beamish, for dispensing with Standing Order 140. 


> 


New County Court Rules, 


(Concluded from page 201.) 

110.—Distringas and Warrant of Execution against Defendant's 
Goods for the Amount of Damages for Non-delivery of 
the Goods (supposing the Goods delivered under the Order 
and Distringas), and Costs, under 19 § 20 Vict. c. 97, 
8. 2. 

No. of Plaint ——. No. of Warrant ——. 
Court of , holden at ‘ 
(Seal.) 








In the County 








Between A.B., Plaintiff, and C.D., Defendant. 

Whereas at a Court holden at , on the day of ——, 
185-, the plaintiff obtained a judgment against the defendant 
for the delivery to the plaintiff, upon payment by the plaintiff 
of the sum of £ [here insert the sum to be paid by plaintiff 
Sor the delivery] of the following goods, that is to say [here 
enumerate the goods enumerated in the judgment], and by the 
said judgment it was found and adjudged that the plaintiff will 
have sustained damages to the amount of £ [here insert 
the sum assessed for damages if the goods be delivered } if the said 
goods shall be delivered to the plaintiff under this warrant, and 
to the amount of £—— [here insert the sum assessed for damages 
in the event of the non-delivery of the goods] if the said goods 
shall not be so delivered, and judgment being then given for 
the plaintiff it was thereupon ordered that execution do issue 
for the delivery to the plaintiff, on payment by the plaintiff of 
the said sum of £ [here insert the sum to be paid by plain- 
tiff for the delivery], of the said goods, and that the defendant 
should not have the option of retaining the said goods upon 
payment of the said sum of £—— [here insert the sum ass 
Jor damages in the event of the non-delivery of the goods), and that 
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the plaintiff do recover against the defendant the said sum of 
£—— [here insert the sum d for damages if the goods be 
delivered] for damages and £ for costs. And it was fur- 
ther ordered, that if the said goods or any part thereof should 
not be found within the district of this Court, the bailiff of this 
Court should distrain the defendant by all his lands and chat- 
tels within the district of this Court, till the defendant deliver 
the said goods, or, at the option of the plaintiff, the said bailiff 
should cause to be made of the defendant’s goods the said sum 
of £—— [here insert the sum found for damages if the goods be 
not delivered] or a due proportion thereof. And whereas the 
said goods have not been delivered according to the said order, 
and the said sum of £ so payable by the plaintiff as afore- 
said has been paid to the registrar of this Court, and the plain- 
tiff has not expressed his option to have the said sum of £ 
[here insert the sum found for damages if the goods be not deli- 
vered | or a due proportion thereof made of the goods of the de- 
fendant: These are therefore to require and order you forth- 
with to seize the said goods so not delivered as aforesaid, where- 
soever they may be found within the district of this Court, and 
to deliver the same to the plaintiff, and pay over to the defend- 
ant upon seizure of the said goods the said sum of £ [here 
insert the sum to be paid by the plaintiff for the delivery] which 
is delivered to you together with this warrant: And if the 
game cannot be found by you within such district, you are re- 
quired and ordered to distrain all the lands and chattels of the 
defendant, wheresoever they may be found, within the district 
of this Court, and them hold until the defendant shall deliver 
the said goods to you; and further to make and levy, by dis- 
tress and sale of the goods and chattels of the defendant, where- 
soever they may be found, within the district of this Court 
(excepting the wearing apparel and bedding of him or his 
family, and the tools and implements of his trade, if any, to the 
value of five pounds), the sum stated at the foot of this warrant, 
being the amount due to the plaintiff under the said order, in- 
cluding the costs of this execution; and also to seize and take 
any money or bank notes (whether of the Bank of England or 
of any other bank), and any cheques, bills of exchange, pro- 
missory notes, bonds, specialties, or securities for money of the 
defendant which may there be found, or such part or so much 
thereof as may be sufficient to satisfy this execution, and the 
costs of making and executing the same, and to pay what you 
shall have so levied to the registrar of this Court, and make 
return of what you have done under this warrant immediately 
upon the execution thereof. 

Given under the seal of the Court, this 




















day of ——, 


By the Court. 
, Registrar of the Court. 
To the High Bailiff of the said Court, and others 

the Bailiffs thereof. 








£ s. | d. 
Amount found for damages if the goods be 
delivered - - - = = - 
| 
Sum adjudged for co8ts  - - Fa = | 
Poundage for issuing this warrant - - | 
Total amount to be levied = - - 














Notice.—The goods and chattels seized for damages and costs are 
not to be sold until after the end of five days next following the day on 
which they were seized, unless they be of a perishable nature, or at the 
Tequest of the defendant. 

Application was made to the registrar for this warrant at 
—— minutes past the hour of in the noon of the 
— day of 185-. 

N.B.—When a plaintiff sues out this warrant, he must pay to the regis- 
trar the amount found by the judgment to be payable by plaintiff for the 
delivery of the goods, and the registrar must hand over such amount to 
the bailiff with this warrant, for the bailiff to pay to defendant, if either 
the defendant delivers the goods to the bailiff or the bailiff obtains pos- 
Session of them under this warrant. 











111.— Warrant of Execution against Defendant's Goods under 
19 § 20 Vict. c. 97, s. 2, where Plaintiff exercises the 
Option of having the Damages assessed for the Non-deli- 
very of the Goods (where the Goods are not delivered pur- 
suant to the Order) levied by Distress and Sale of De- 
JSendant’s Goods. 

No. of Plaint ——. No. of Warrant ——. 
Court of ——, holden at . 
(Seal. 


In the County 





Between A.B., Plaintiff, and C._D., Defendant. 





Whereas at a Court holden at on the day of ——, 
185-, the plaintiff obtained a judgment against the defendant 
for the delivery to the plaintiff, upon payment by the plaintiff 
of the sum of £ [here insert the sum to be paid by plaintiff 
Sor the delivery), of the following goods, that is to say [here 
enumerate the goods enumerated in the judgment}, and by the 
said judgment it was found and adjudged that the plaintiff will 
have sustained damages to the amount of £ [here insert 
the sum assessed for damages if the goods be delivered] if the said 
goods shall be delivered to the plaintiff under this warrant, and 
to the amount of £ [here insert the sum assessed for da- 
mages in the event of the non-delivery of the goods] if the said 
goods shall not be so delivered, and judgment being then given 
for the plaintiff it was thereupon ordered that execution do 
issue for the delivery to the plaintiff, on payment by the plain- 
tiff of the said sum of £ [here insert the sum to be paid by 
plaintiff for the delivery], of the said goods, and that the de- 
fendant should not have the option of retaining the said goods 
upon payment of the said sum of £ [here insert the sum 
assessed for damages in the event of the non-delivery of the goods}, 
and that the plaintiff do recover against the defendant the said 
sum of £ [here insert the sum assessed for damages if the 
goods be delivered] for damages and £ for costs. And it 
was further ordered, that if the said goods or any part thereof 
should not be found within the district of this Court, the bailiff 
of this Court should distrain the defendant by all his lands and 
chattels within the district of this Court, till the defendant de- 
liver the said goods, or, at the option of the plaintiff, the said 
bailiff should cause to be made of the defendant’s goods the said 
sum of £ [here insert the sum found for damages if the 
goods be not delivered] or a due proportion thereof. And where- 
as the said goods have not been delivered according to the said 
order, and the plaintiff has expressed his option to have the 
said sum of £ [here insert the sum assessed for damages. in 
the event of non-delivery of the goods| made of the goods and 
chattels of the defendant: These are therefore to require and 
order you forthwith to make and levy by distress and sale: of: 
the goods and chattels of the defendant, wheresoever they may 
be found, within the district of this Court (excepting the wear- 
ing apparel and bedding of him or his family, and the tools and 
implements of his trade, if any, to the value of five pounds), the 
sum stated at the foot of this warraut, being the amount due to 
the plaintiff under the said order, including the costs of this 
execution, and also to seize and take any money or bank notes 
(whether of the Bank of England or of any other bank), and 
any cheques, bills of exchange, promissory notes, bonds, spe- 
cialties, or securities for money of the defendant which may: 
there be found, or such part or so much thereof as may be suffi- 
cient to satisfy this execution, and the costs of making and 
executing the same, and to pay what you shall have so levied 
to the registrar of this Court, and make return of what you 
have done under this warrant immediately upon the execution. 
thereof. 

Given under the seal of the Court, this ——- day of . 
185-. 



































By the Court. 
, Registrar of the Court. 
To the High Bailiff of the said Court, and others 

the Bailiffs thereof. 





t rs dad. 
Amount found for damages if the goods be not | 
delivered - - - ~ - - 
Sum adjudged for costs = - - - 7 | 
Poundage for issuing this warrant - | 


Total amount to be levied - - - | 

ee ee 

Nortice.—The goods and chattels are not to be sold until after the end 

of five days next following the day on which they may have been taken, 
unless they be of a perishable nature, or at the request of the defendant. 





Application was made to the registrar for this warrant at 
minutes past the hour of in the fore [or after] noon 




















of the day of , 185-. 
All to Wit 
& se. & £ 8-4 
Gentlemen, Merchants, Bankers, and Pro- 
fessional Men, per diem - from 010 Otol 0 0 
Tradesmen, Auctioneers, Accountants, 
Clerks, and Yeomen, per diem frm 0 5 0t0010 0 
Artisans and Journeymen, per diem from 0 3 O0to0 5 @ 
Labourers, and the like, per diem from 0 2 0t00 3 0 
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Travelling expenses, sum reasonably paid, but not more than 
sixpence per mile, one way. 
If the witnesses attend in more than one cause, they will 
be entitled to a proportionate part in each cause only. 
J. MANNING. 
J. H. Kor. 
E. Cooke. 
J. Wor LEDGE. 
W. Furner. 
I approve of these Rules, Orders, and Forms, 
8th Dec., 1856. Cranworth, C. 
Note.—It is considered to be unnecessary to give any rules with re- 
spect to taking acknowledgments of married women, as it is the duty of 
the attorney employed to prepare the certificate and affidavit, and swear 
to the latter; and the course to be followed by the judge is laid down in 
the Act 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 74. The only duty for the registrar to perform 
beside that of swearing the attorney to the affidavit, is that of putting 
his initials against all ALTERATIONS, INTERLINEATIONS, OF ERASURES 
either in the CERTIFICATE or AFFIDAVIT. 


——_———— 
Births, Marriages, anv Deaths. 
BIRTH. 


MARTIN—On Feb. 23, at Severndroog-villa, Shooter's-hill, the wife of 
Thomas Martin, Esq., of Gracechurch-street, solicitor, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES, 

PENNELL—FOLLETT—0On Feb. 24, at St. Leonard’s-on-the-Sea, by the 
Rev. John Chalmers, John Croker Pennell, Esq., to Harriet, only sur- 
viving daughter of the late Sir William Follett. 

THOMAS—D'OYLEY—On Feb. 19, at Trinity Church, Marylebone, by 
the Rev. C. J. D’Oyley, assisted by the Rev. F. R. Hepburn, Lieut.-Col. 
Thomas, Royal Artillery, to Mary Elizabeth, youngest daughter of the 
late Mr. Serjt. D’Oyley. 

DEATHS. 


BURFOOT—On Feb. 23, at Shillingthorpe, Lincolnshire, Richard Grose 
Burfoot, formerly of King'’s-bench-walk, Inner Temple, Esq., aged 67. 
PALMER—On Feb. 25, of paralysis, William Palmer, Esq., of 3 George- 
street, Euston-square, and 3 Acacia-road, St. John’s-wood, solicitor, in 

his 47th year. 

REYLAND—0n Feb. 20, at Camberwell, Archer Ryland, Esq., barrister-at- 
law, bencher of Gray's-inn, and senior common pleader of the Corpora- 
tion of London. 

SHADWELL—On Feb. 11, at his house in Blandford-square, in the 76th 
year of his age, Charles Shadwell, Esq., of Gray's-inn, where he for- 
merly practised as a solicitor of the Court of Chancery for more than 
half a century. 

SPILLER—On Feb. 25, Frederick T. Spiller, Esq., of 5 Gray's-inn-square, 


solicitor. 
PO 
Unelaimes Stock in the Bank of <englany. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months. 

Bryne, Right Hon. GeorGE STEVENS, Eaton-sq., and Hon. JoHn GEORGE 
BRABAZON Ponsonsy, Cavendish-sq., £108 : 10: 8 Reduced, claimed by 
Viscount ExFieLp & the Earl of BessBoroucn. 

Capron, Matitpa, Finsbury-sq., widow, ALBERT WILLIAM BEETHAM, 
Tulse-hill, Brixton, Esq., and James Fintay, Houndsditch, gent., £100 
New 3 per Cents,, claimed by Matitpa Carron, ALBERT WILLIAM 
Beeruam, & JAMES FINLAY. 

CoLiixewoop, Joun, Chirton House, Northumberland, Esq., and Ep- 
WARD JOHN COLLINGWOOD, of Lincoln’'s-inn, Esq., £785: 17 Consols, 
claimed by EDwarpD JOHN COLLINGWOOD. 

FERGUSSONE, WILLIAM, Tiverton, Devon, Esq., £176: 4:3 Consols, 
claimed by Mary FERGUSSONE. 

OrcuarD, James, Soho-sq., Esq., £100 per Annum Annuities, claimed by 
his surviving executor HENRY Youna. 

Peter, ANNA Maria, Harlyn, Cornwall, spinster, £147 : 14 Consols, 
claimed by the adminisiator de bonis non, JoHN THOMAS HENRY PETER. 

Putuirrs, Rev. WiLL1AM Tuomas, Fittleton, Wiltshire, £87: 10 New 3 
per Cents., claimed by his administrator, Rev. James Evans PHILIPPs, 

PHILirps, LauRENCcE, St. Mary Axe, and SamvEeL Pui.uips, Bury-st., 
merchants, £385 : 15: 4 New 3 per Cents., claimed by LauRENCE PHIL- 
Lips & SAMUEL PHILLIPS. 

Rice, Epwarp, Dane-court, near Wingham, Kent, Esq., £237:7:9 
New 3 per Cents., claimed by Epwarp Rice. 

Scott, Robert, St. Clere, Ightham, Kent, gardener, £48 New 5 per Cents., 
claimed by Ropert Scott. 

SouTHArD, Eviza Louisa, Bordeaux, France, spinster, £25 3 per Cents., 

claimed by Exiza Louisa FLovucn. 
TuHaneT, Earl of, Right Hon. Henry, & James Leman, Lincoln's-inn- 
fields, Esq., £388 : 7: 1 Consols, claimed by the survivor, JAMES LEMAN. 
VERELST, Harry, Aston Hall, Yorkshire, Esq., Rev. HENRY CHAPLIN, 
Rye Hall, near Stamford, and Robert LANGLEY APPLEYARD, Lincoln's- 
inn, gent., £2,528: 14: 8 Consols, claimed by his executors, RussELL 
Evuice & WILLIAM ELLICE. 

Wyatt, Ricuarp, Egham, Surrey, Esq., and Witu1aAm Ciutton, Cuck- 
field, Sussex, gent., £666: 13: 4 Reduced, claimed by the surviving 
executors, RoBpERT CLuTTON, & Rev. RaLtpu CLutron, 


a 
ext of Kin. 


Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 
CuHapMAN, EL1zaBetTH (who died in Jan. last), late of 117 East-st., Lam- 
beth-walk, Surrey, spinster. Next of kin to apply to Mr. W. H. Wil- 
lett, 8 Godliman-st., Doctors’ Commons. 
CiaRkE, JouN (who died in Mar. 1855), Cl don-sq., L ingt 
Priors, Warwickshire, gent. Next of kin to come in and prove their 
relationship on or before Mar. 28, at V. C. Wood’s Chambers. 











Desney, THomAs (who died on Jan. 10, 1841), Builder, Cromer-st., 
Brunswick-sq. Next of kin to come in and prove their claims on or 
before Mar. 27, at V. C. Stuart's Chambers. 

LEsTOURGEON, GEORGE (who died in June, 1855). Next of kin living at 
his death, and the representatives of such of them as are since dead, to 
come in and prove their claims on or before June 1, at Master of the 
Rolls’ Chambers. 

Newport, THomas Henry (who died in June, 1855), Hanley-ct., Wor- 
cestershire. Heir-at-law to come in and prove his heirship on or be. 
fore Mar. 18, at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

SHarratt, Mary, widow, who resided at Codsall, Wolverhampton, and 
was buried there in Jan. 1823. Next of kin to apply to Stubbs and 
Smallwood, solicitors, Birmingham. 

SHeParD, Wi1u1aM, jvn., Shopkeeper, formerly of Chobham, since of 
Guildford, Surrey. Creditors in respect of debts incurred before he 
went abroad in August, 1823, to send in their claims and accounts to 
J. R. Capron, Guildford, solicitor to the executors of his father's will. 

Watson, Ricuarp (who married Rachel Verbury after 1794), and—~ 
Bureau, living in London in 1800. Descendants of these families to ap- 
ply to E. Maniere, solicitor, 31 Bedford-row. 


> 
Money Market. 


CITY, Fripay Eventinc. 

The money market has not maintained that degree of 
buoyancy and freedom which was promised by appearances at 
the close of last week, but the opinion prevails that better times 
are coming. Cheap money is not expected. The numerous 
proposals made public for very large investments of capital 
in the dominions of Turkey and Russia, and the necessity of 
accumulating capital for the purpose of launching and carrying 
on these undertakings will prevent money from becoming over 
abundant or cheap. In the English Funds there has been no 
activity. The variation in prices results in } per Cent. decline. 
In Foreign Securities the French 3 per Cents. manifested some 
advance upon the price of last week, but have fallen back. 
Others shew a tendency to improvement. On the Stock 
Exchange,and in the discount market, the demand for money 
has been active. 

From the Bank of England returns for the week ending the 
21st instant, which we give below, it appears that the amount of 
notes in circulation is £18,615,155, being a decrease of 
£181,260; and the stock of bullion in both departments is 
£10,404,690, shewing an increase of £145,030 when compared 
with the previous return. 

The Board of Trade returns of shipping employed in the last 
year, show satisfactory results in conformity with the declared 
amount of exports and imports, being a large general augmen- 
tation compared with the years 1854 and 1855. Returns of 
Excise duties shew a considerable increase in the quantities of 
malt, spirits, and paper retained for home consumption. To 
the favourable returns of last year is added one for the first 
month of the present tyear which has opened with a large 
augmentation of business. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer, in estimating the amount 
of taxes to be remitted from and after the 5th of April next, 
according to the present law, varied by the alterations proposed 
by himself, includes the reduction of 9d. in the pound on 
Income-tax. But there will remain six months’ arrears of 
Income-tax to be collected. On this ground, as it appears, it 
was imputed to the Minister by his opponents, that his state- 
ment of reduction was false and deceptive. In regard to the 
repeal of direct taxes, it usually happens that there is six 
months’ payment in arrear; but a man is not fairly liable to 
the imputation of making a false statement when he says the 
tax was remitted on the day it ceased to exist. 

The opponents of the Government say that the financial 
year now under consideration, namely,—the year from the 
5th April, 1857, to the 5th of April, 1858, is a year of peace. 
The Ministers say that, it being the first financial year after 
the termination of war, the expenditure to be provided for 
partakes more of circumstances belonging to war than to 
peace; and they refer to the time last year when the army 
and navy came home, as evidence that there was no great 
decrease in war expenditure till near Michaelmas last. 

In seeking to adopt a line of policy suitable to peace, the 
bad effects of war become strongly manifested. It has pro- 
duced a disposition on the part of the public to large and lavish 
outlay in various ways, making it difficult to return to the 
amount of expenditure previous to the war. Great deficiencies 
in the War Department were found when hostilities com- 
menced, and were attributed to the parsimonious grants by 
Parliament for military purposes. To remedy these deficiencies, 4 
large expenditure in camps, in dock-yards, and in arsenals, has 
been incurred. Establishments put into action cannot be 
discontinued without loss, nor carried on without expenditure. 
Several large amounts of charge for county police, for refor- 
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matories, and other matters, have been transferred from local 
rates to the Consolidated Fund, and there is to be a consider- 
able addition to the grant for education. The total of items 
transferred, and intended to be transferred, from local rates 
to the Consolidated Fund, is set down at more than £2,000,000 
annually. This mode of payment now finds favour generally. 
Nearly all these transfers date since 1853, and when the ex- 

diture of that year is taken as a guide, must be added and 
provided for by Imperial taxation, as must also the charge 
for new establishments and additional grants. 

The debates in the House of Commons and the division 
shew a marvellous confusion of parties, and more strength 
on the side of Ministers than was expected. The imputation 
that Ministers had made a clandestine reduction in their 
estimates, has vanished before the light let in by the debates. 
No doubt remains that the taxes which Ministers propose to 
retain during the next three years, will produce as much, or 
nearly as much money as those previously existing. The 
statement made by Lord John Russell from documents fur- 
nished by some of his constituents shews that the duty on tea 
alone in the three years, according to the scale now proposed, 
will produce no less than £3,216,000, more than would be 
produced by the existing law. 

The most important question arising out of these financial 
discussions is whether or not the ways and means of this 
country will after the lapse of three years of peace be able to 
go on without an Income-tax. The progressive extension of 
trade promises an increase of revenue from Customs and 
Excise. The practical result to be aimed at is to limit expen- 
diture to an amount which will be covered by these duties and 
other taxes at present rates. Without this result we must 
submit to a continuation of the Income-tax. 


English funds. 


































| i { | 1 
Eneuisu Fuxps. | Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | hur. | Fri 
Bank Stock .....esscceeeeeeee 220 | 2203 | 220 | 2183 | 220 
3per Cent. Red. Ann. ...| 944 | 932 4) 943! 942 | 94 | 933 
3per Cent. Cons. Ann...) 93% | 93g ¢ | 935 4 9333 933 | 93g 
New 3 per Cent. Ann.... 943 | 943 4 | 942 2 | 942 2 | 943 2 | 948 
New 23 per Cent. Ann....! ... ae | ae ae Gat ae 
5 per Cent. Annuities ...| 1133 =: ans eo. | 
33 per Cent. Annuities...! i ! — 7 | ce 
Long Annuities (exp.| | | 
Jan. 5, 1860) .......0000- Ps 23 | 45 |S 15-16)... 
Do. 30 yrs. (exp. Oct. 10, | | | 
NBII) cosacsosce siccsseswinse | 2g | : | - 
Do. 30 yrs. (exp. Jan. 5, | | | 
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ee 2s.d. | 2a d. par. 
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Railway Stack. 
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Chester and Holyhead ... a | coo | ove | O¢ GR! SF 
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Edinburgh and Glasgow! 563 | 567 | .. | 574 | a a 
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Glasgow &South Western}... pe wats bie “a aa 
Great Northern ... ...; 92 3 | 92% 3 (935 4 | 9351 95 943 
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Great Western... ...| 68$ 4 | G8} } 693 | 63% | 693 3 | 673 xa 
Lancashire & Yorkshire || 933 § | 934 3/1003 % 100$ 1 | 1014 101 
Lon., Brighton, &S.Coast} 109 109 84:1084 9 | 109% 1093 
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109. 
London & North Western} 108% | LOS: 2 108% 109 109$ {1063 xd 
London and S. Western ./105 xd) 104} xd 105g xd 1053 xdj105¢ 6 | 105} 
Man., Shef., and Lincoln} 36} | 36 43 | 36} 3| 37% 37 


7 37} 
Midland ... ... so oe} 83E 83g 843 845 | 827 xd 
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North London . ais 


Oxford, Wore. & Wolv. |... 284 
Scottish Central ... ...| ose a 
Scot.N.E. Aberdeen Stock 27 26% 
Shropshire Union... ...] «++ wee 
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South-Wales ... «. «| 85 | 85} 5 
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Bank of England. 
AN ACCOUNT, PURSUANT TO THE ACT 7TH AND 8TH VICTORIA, C. 32, FOR 
THE WEEK ENDING ON SATURDAY, THE 2I8T DAY OF FEBRUARY, 1857. 
IssuE DEPARTMENT. 


| £ 
24, 168,680 | Government Debt 11,015,100 


Other Securities . - 3,459,900 
Gold Coin and Bullion. 9,693,680 


Notes issued 





Silver Bullion e ote 
£24,168,680 | £24,168,680 
BANKING DEPARTMENT. 
£ £ 
Proprietors’ Capital. . 14,553,000} Government Securities 
Rest . P ° 3,521,386 (incl. Dead Weight 
Public Deposits (includ- Annuity) 4 + 11,530,213 
ing Exchequer, Sav- Other Securities . + 17,755,796 
ings’ Banks, Commis- Notes . . ‘ 553,525 
sioners of National Gold and Silver Coin 711,010 
Debt, and Dividend 
Accounts) . e 7,455,290 
Other Deposits . - 9,294,508 
Seven day & other Bills 726,360 
£35,550,544 £35,550,544 
Dated the 26th day of Feb., 1857. M. Marsmart, Chief Cashier, 
—_—_—_—___— 


London Gasettes. 


NEW MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT. 
Turspay, Feb. 24, 1857. 

County of Kent— Western Division.—Charles Wykeham Martin, Esq., vice 
Sir Edmund Filmer, Bart., deceased. 

Fripay, Feb. 27, 1857. 

Borough of Colchester.—John Gurdon Rebow, of Wivenhoe-park, Essex, 
Esq., vice Right Hon. John James Robert Manners, commonly called 
LordJohn James Robert Manners, who has accepted the office of Steward 
of Her Majesty’s Manor of Hempholme. 


COMMISSIONER TO ADMINISTER OATHS IN CHANCERY. 
Tuespay, Feb, 24, 1857. 
Davip Biack, of Brighton, Gent. 


Bankrupts. 
Tuespay, Feb. 24, 1857. 

ARMSTRONG, James (Smith & Armstrong), Linen and Woollen Draper 
Berwick-upon-Tweed. Mar. 10, at 12, and April 21, at 11; Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. Qj. Ass. Baker. Sols. Moor, Carlisle; or 
Hoyle, Neweastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. Dec. 26. 

BEE, Francis, Table-knife Manufacturer, Sheffield. 
at 10; Sheffield. Com. West. Of Ass. Brewin. 
Pet. Feb. 16. 

GEOGHEGAN, SLEATER, Engraver, 7 Palsgrave-pl, Strand. Mar. 13, at 
12, and April 20, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn Off. Ass. Pennell. 
Sol. Brisley, 4 Pancras-la., Cheapside. Pet. Feb. 23. 

GRAVES, Rosert, Corn and Flour Merchant, Windmill-st., Gravesend. 
Mar. 6, at 11, and April 17, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Cov. Fane. 
Off. Ass. Cannan. Sol. Crafter, 168 Blacktriars-rd. Pet. Feb. 19. 

GRIFFITHS, James, Builder, Bristol and Cardiff. Mar. 9 and April 7, at 
11; Bristol. Com. Hill. Og Ass. Acraman. Sol. Prideaux, Albion- 
chambers, Bristol. Pet. Feb. 21. ; ; . 

KING, Tuomas, Licensed Victualler, Spalding, Lincolnshire. Mar. 10 
& 31, at 10.30; Nottingham. Con. Balguy. Of. Ass. Harris. Sol. 
Brown, Lincoln. Pet. Feb. 23. ; 

MORSE, Freperick (Morse & Co.), Rice and Spice Merchant, 2 Dunster- 
ct., Mincing-la. Mar. 7 and April 7, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fon- 
blanque. Off. Ass. Stansfeld. Sols. Vallance & Hibbert, 12 Tokenhouse- 
yd. Pet. Feb. 20. ; ‘ 

SADGROVE, Witi1aM, jun., & Rrcnarp Race, Cabinetmakers, Eldon-st., 
Finsbury, and Dunning’s-alley, Bishopsgate-st. Mar. 10, at 2.30, and 
April 7, at2; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. Lee. Sol. Spyer, 
30 Broad-st.-bldgs. Pet. Feb. 19. ? 

SHAW, Freperick Francis, Ironmonger, 253 Blackfriars-rd. Mar. 13, 
at 11, and April 20, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Off. Ass. 
Nicholson. Sols. J. & J. H. Linklater & Hackwood, 17 Sise-'ane; or 

gson & Allen, Birmingham. Pet. Feb. 10. 
SHEPHERD, Epwiy, & Watrer SHEPHERD, Lozenge Manufacturers, 


Mar. 7 and April 4, 
Sol. Ryalls, Sheffield. 











12 Crane-ct., Fleet-st. Mar. 6, at 12.30, and April 9, at 1; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Evans. Of. Ass. Bell. Sol. Chidley, Basinghall-st. Pet. 


SUIT. Saxvnt, Iron Merchant, Derby. Mar. 10 & 31, at 10.30; Not- 
tingham. Com. Balguy. Of. Ass. Harris. Sols. J. & J. Simpson, 
Derby ; Wadsworth & Wadsworth, Nottingham. et. Feb. 17. : 
SMITH, Wittram, Licensed Victualler, Mansfield, Nottinghamshire. 
Mar. 10 & 31, at 10.30; Nottingham. Com. Balguy. Of. Ass. Harris. 
Sols. Bowley & Ashwell, Nottingham. Pet. Feb. 20. 

SPENDLOVE, Rosert, Horse and Cattle Dealer, Sheffield. Mar. 7 and 





April 4, at 10; Sheffield, Com. West. Off. Ass. Brewin. 5.1 Marsh, 
jun., Rotherham. Pet. Feb. 14. ; 

STANBURY, Josnua Downie, Draper, Richmond, Surrey. Ma . 6, at 
1.30, and April 3, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Off. Ass. WLi:more. 
Sols. Mason & Sturt, 7 Gresham-st. Pet. Feb. 21. 

WANG, Lorexs Turopor, Timber Merchant, Sunderland. Mar. 6, at 12, 
and April 8, at 12.30; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. Off. Ass. 
Baker. Sols. Young, Harrison, & Young, Sunderland. Pet. Jan. 3. 
WHITE, Tuomas, jun., Ship Builder, Gosport, Portsmouth. Mar. 11, at 





and April 7, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Off. Ass. Stans- 
fea. Sols Lawrence, Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers. Pet. 
Feb. 21. 
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BAILEY, W11114y, jun., Carver, Gilder, and Looking-glass-maker, 68 But- 
tesland-st., Hoxton. Mar. 13, at 1.30, and April 22, at 1; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Goulburn. Off. Ass. Pennell. Sol. Taylor, 15 South- st., Fins- 
bury. Pet. Feb. 26. 

CAISTOR, Artucr Brears, Saddler, 7 Baker-st., Portman-sq. Mar. 10, at 
2.30, and April 7, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. kd- 
wards. Sols. Lawrence, Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers. 
Pet. Feb. 24. 

CHEETHAM, Davin, Cotton Spinner, Rochdale, Lancashire. Mar. 12, 
and April 2, at 1.30; Manchester. Off. Ass. Hernaman. Sol. Heaton. 
Rochdale. /et. Feb. 19. 

CHORLEY, Wri1t1AmM Brownswonrp, Slate and Slab Merchant, 37 Hart-st., 
Bloomsbury, and Curmorthin, ‘Festinog, Merionethshire. Mar. 10, at 
11.30, and April 9, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans, Off Ass. John- 
son. Sol. Chidley, 10 Basinghall- -st. Pet. Feb. 26. 

HADFIELD, W1LL1AM (William Hadfield & Co.), Merchant, Cockspur-st. 
Mar. 11 and April 8, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque, Of. Ass. 
Stansfeld. Sols. Tatham, Upton, Upton, & Johnstone, 20 Austin-friars. 
Pet. Feb. 24. 

HORNER, Tuomas, House Decorator, 15 Hart-st., Bloomsbury. Mar. 13, 
at 1, and April 20, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Off Ass. 
Pennell. Sol. Boydell, 41 Queen-sq. Pet. Feb. 19. 

LIDDELL, Carotive, Common Brewer, Great Driffield, Yorkshire. Mar. 
18 and April 22, at 12; Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton. Off. Ass. 
Carrick. Sols. E ngland & Saxelby, ‘Hull. Pet. Feb. 24. 

LLOYD, Davin, Merchant, 36 Cannon-st. Mar. 13, at 2, and April 21, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. Lee. Sol. Pawle, New- 
inn. Pet. Feb. 23. 

MANWARING, Henry Martin, Grocer, Mill-st., Toxteth-park, Liverpool. 
Mar, 12 and April 3, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Stevenson. Off. Ass. 
Turner. Sol. Smith, Newington. Liverpool. et. Feb. 23. 

MORRISS, Davip, Grocer, Wisbeach, Cambridgeshire. Mar. 16, at 2, 
and April 22, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Off. Ass. Nichol- 
son. Sols. Hensman, 25 College-hill; or Ollard, Upwell, Cambridge- 
shire. Pet. Feb. 25, 

OWEN, Tuomas, Joiner and Builder, Liverpool. Mar. 13 and April 9, 
at 12; Liverpool. Com. Stevenson. Off. Ass. Bird. Sol. Teebay, 22 
North John-st. Pet. Feb. 24. 

SKINNER, W1Lt1y, jun., Tailor, 77 Castle-st., Bristol. Mar. 16 and April 
20, at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill. Off. Ass. Miller. Sol. King, Bristol. 
Pet. Feb. 23. 

WALKER, Joun, Commission Agent, Blackburn, Lancashire. Mar. 12 
and April 2, at 12; Manchester. Of Ass. Hernaman. Sols. Shaw, 
Sutcliffe, Tattersall, & Handsley, "cami or Sale, Worthington, & 
Shipman, Manchester. Pet. Feb. 2 

WARD, Luxe, Plumber, Wisbech St Peter, Cambridgeshire. Mar. 13 
and April 17, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Of. Ass. Whitmore. 
Sols. Abbott, J enkins, & Abbott, New-inn. Pet. Feb. 24. 

WEST, Josern, Miller, Beckington, Somersetshire. Mar. 16 and April 
20, at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill. Of Ass. Miller. Sols. Brittain & Son, 
Bristol. Pet. Feb. 24. 

WILLIAMS, Epwarps, Plumber and Glazier, Chester and Saltnez, 
Flintshire. Mar. 12 and April 9, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Stephenson. 
Off. Ass. Bird. Sols. Dodge, Liverpool ; or Brown, Chester. Pet. Feb. 19. 

WOOD, Georcer, Wharfinger, Loughborough, Leicestershire. Mar. 10 
and April 7, at 10.30; Nottingham. Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Harris. 
Sol. Inglesant, Loughborough. Pet. Feb. 24. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 


TuEspDAY, Feb. 24, 1857. 
Asuwortn, Rosert, Cotton Spinner, Vale Mill, Newchurch, Lancashire. 
— _Fripay, Feb. 27, 1857. 
M‘MILLAN, Jonn, Shipowner, Liverpool. Feb. 24. 
MEETINGS. 
Tuxspay, Feb. 24. 


Brawn, RicHarp, Limeburner, Daw End, en Staffordshire. Mar. 19, 
at 11. 30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

BrinDLEY, THOMAS, Grocer, Uttoxeter, Staffordshire. 
Birmingham. “Com. Balguy. 

DerHam, Ropzert, Leeds, and WALTER ALAN HinvE & JAMES DERHAM, 
Doiphinholme, Lancashire, Worsted Spinners. Mar. 31, at 11; Leeds. 
Com. Ayrton. Div. 

GascorxE, WiLt1aM, Butcher, Hitchin, Hertfordshire. Mar. 17, at 2; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Div. 

GaskELL, JosiaH CouLtHurst, & Tuomas Garstanc, Machine Makers, 
Blackburn, Lancashire. Mar. 18, at 12; ter. Com. J 
Div. Sep. Est. of Garstang, and First of Joint Est. 

Hammonp, Rosert, Builder, Ripon. Mar. 20, at 11; 
Div. 


Mar. 20, at 11.30; 





Leeds. Com. West. 

Harpacre, THoMAS (E. Hardacre & Son), Mercer and Draper, Settle, W. 
R. Yorkshire. Mar. 19, at 11; Leeds. Com. West. Div. 

HARGREAVES, JAMES Henry, Share Broker, Leeds. 
Leeds. Com. West. Div. 

HARDEN, Joseru, Bricklayer, 20 Webb-st., Southwark, and Three Oak- 
la., Horsleydown. Mar. 17, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Div. 

Harris, Henry Binney, Draper, Shrewsbury. Mar. 20, at 11.30; Bir- 
mingham. Com. Balguy. Div. 

HAvtrFIELD, JOHN ALFRED, Draper, Bradford, Yorkshire. Mar. 20, at 12; 
Leeds. Com. West. Div. 

AN, HENRY, —s Bradford, Yorkshire. Mar. 30, at 11; Leeds. 

‘om, Ayrton. Div. 

Poe WILLIAM BritTarIN, Grocer, Birmingham. Mar, 20, at 11.30; 
Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Div. 

Marstox, Ropert, & GEORGE Marston, Manufacturers of Hosiery, 
Leicester. The second meeting for deciding on offer of composition 
of Gs. 8d. advertised in the Gazette of Feb. 13 to be held on Mar. 10, 
is postponed, and will be held on Mar. 19, at 12, at the White Lion, 
Leicester. 

Parker, THOMAS, JOHN PARKER, JOHN RAWLINSON, WILLIAM ABBOTT, 


Mar. 20, at 11; 


JosuvA Hanson, JOSEPH BELL, THoMAs CHADWICK, ABRAM EMSLEY, 
JOHN MusGRAVE, JOSEPH WOOLLER, 


Ropert KERSHAW, THOMAS 





Putian, Joun Suaw, & GEORGE Eastaurn (T. & J. Parker & Co.) 
Com. 


Dyers, Woodhouse Carr, Yorkshire. 
Ayrton. Div. Sep. Est. of T. Parker. 

PgEKE, Epwiy, Builder, Torquay. Mar. 19, at 1; Exeter. Com. Bere, 
Div. 

Pootr, Cuartes, Livery-stable-keeper, 22 Waterloo-st., Brighton. Mar, 
17, at 11; Basinghall- st. Com. Evans. Div. 

Suaw, HENRY (surviving partner of John Shaw & Son), Worsted Spin- 
ner, Halifax. Mar. 19, at 11; Leeds. Com. West. Div. Joint Est., and 
Sep. Est. of H. Shaw. 

SrrancE, WILL1aAM CoPEeLAnD, Bricklayer, Henley-on-Thames. Mar, 17, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. By Adj. from Dec. 19. Com. Fonblanque. Div,’ 

SworpDeEr, Jonn, Maltster, Ware, Hertfordshire. Mar. 19, at 1; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Evans. Div. 

Tuomas, Tuomas, Milliner, Manchester. Mar. 17, at 12; Manchester, 
Com. Jemmett. Div. 


April 7, at 11; Leeds, 


Unwin, Josnua, Stuff Manufacturer, Bradford, Yorkshire. Mar. 19, at 
11; Leeds. Com. West. Div. 
Vourrs, Cuartes Stuart, Scrivener, New Windsor, Berks. Mar. 19, at 


11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Div. 
Warp, ‘GEORGE Heatery, & BarLey Grirritu, Printers, 16 Bear-alley, 
Farringdon-st. Mar. 19, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Div. 
Waite, WittiAM, Miller, New Crane Mill, Shadwell. Mar. 17, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 


Fripay, Feb. 27, 1857 


Buntinc, Horatio, Seedsman, Colchester, Essex. Mar. 11, at 1.30; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Sy adj. from Feb. 24. Last ex. 
Bywater, JOHN, Tailor, Nottingham. April 7, at 10,30; Nottingham, 

Com. Balguy. Div. 

CHrIcHESTER, GEORGE AUGUSTUS HAMILTON, Commission Agent, 1 York- 
bidgs., Adelphi. Mar. 10. at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque, 
By adj. from Jan. 13. Last ex. 

Corset, Jouy, Licensed Victualler, Birmingham. Mar. 23, at 10.30; 
Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Aud. Acc. & Div. 

Dawson, Joun RicHarp, Hotel Keeper, West Cowes, Isle of Wight. 
March 23, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Div. 

Haywoop, James, Iron Founder, Nottingham. April 2], at 10.30; 
Nottingham. Com. Balguy. Fur. Div. 

Morris, CHARLES JAMES WILLIAM, Draper, Bilston, Staffordshire. Mar, 
23, at 10.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Final Div. 

McppIiMay, SAMUEL, Shoe Manufacturer, Northampton. Mar. 10, at 12.30; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. By adj. from Feb. 17. Last Ex. 
PreEKE, Epwin, Builder, Torquay, Devonshire. Mar, 12, at 1; Exeter. 

Com. Bere. Aud, Ac. & Prof. Debts. 

PrupxHoE, Rosert, Grocer and Druggist, Durham. Mar. 10, at 1; New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. By adj. from Feb. 10. Last Ex. 

Stevens, JoHN HENRY, Engraver, 5 Great Wild-st., Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Mar. 10, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. By adj. from 
Feb. 17. Last Ex. 

STEVERSON, JaMEs, Brewer, Vauxhall Brewery, Wandsworth-rd. Mar. 
23, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Div. 

RAALTE, JOSEPH VAN, Jun., Importer of French Goods, 4 Gloucester-ter., 
Saint John’s-rd., Hoxton. Mar. 11, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fon- 
blanque. By adj. from Feb. 10. Last Ex. 

Wess, Rozert, Ironmonger, Newport, Monmouthshire. April 2, at 11; 
Bristol. Com. Hill. Final Div, 


DIVIDENDS. 
TuEspay, Feb. 24, 1857. 


FRANKLIN, ALFRED JOHN, Ironmonger, Clotham. First, 4s. 6d. Lee, 20 
Aldermanbury, Feb. 25, ‘and three subsequent Wednesdays, 11 & 2. 

LEDPWARD, JOHN, jun., Cotton Manufacturer, Gorton, Lancashire. First, 
3s. 6d. Fraser, 45 George-st., Manchester, any Tuesday, 11 & 1. 

Pike, GopFrey GREGORY, Grocer, Birmingham. a 1s.10d. Christie, 
37 Waterloo-st., Birmingham, any Thursday, 11 & 

TANNER, JOHN, Carrier, Chippenham. 5s, 10d. 
tine’ s-parade, Bristol, any Wednesday, 11 & 1. 

TUCKER, JOSEPH, China Dealer, Southampton, First, ds; 3d. Lee, 20 Al- 
dermanbury, Feb. 25, and three subsequent Wed: 8, 11 & 2. 


Fripay, Feb. 27, 1857. 


ARMSTRONG, THOMAS BARCLAY, Fishmonger, 16 Mount-st., Grosvenor-sq., 
and 2 Carpenter-st., Mount-st. Second, Is. 53d. 
hall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 

BRINKLEY, WILLIAM, Builder, 2 Bruton-pl., Berkeley-sq., and 16 Duke-st., 
Grosvenor-sq. First, 3d.. Cannan, 18 Aldermanbury; any Monday, 
11 & 3, 

Byres, HENRY NATHANIEL, Brewer, Gosport. Second 13d. Pennell, 3 
Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 

CarTER, JouN, & THomas Lucas, Wholesale Druggists, 113 Aldersgate- 
st. Third, 2d., joint est.; and second 10s., sep. est. of J. C. Lucas. 
Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall- st. s ; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 

CHAFFERS, Freperick (H. Cawthorn Dall & W. H. Morgan), Russia and 
Colonial Broker, 72 Old Broad-st. First, 2§d. Nicholson, 24 Basinghall- 
t.; any Tuesday, 1] & 2. 

CiaRKE, JOHN WILLIAM, Ironmonger, Bury St. Edmunds. _ First, 3s, 4d 
Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. ; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 
Cxose, Joun, Baker, Stratford, Essex. First, 10}d. Vicholson, 24 Basing- 

hall-st.; any Tuesday, 1] &2. 

Cripps, GorDOoN HENRY, Wine Merchant, Shrewsbury. Second, 3d 
Edwards, 1 Sambrook-ct., Basinghall-st.; Mar. 4, and three subsequent 
Wednesdays, 11 & 2. 

DyteE, Jouy, Stationer, 106 Strand. 
hall-st. ; any Wednesday, 11&3. 
Eaton, AmMBRosE, Warehouseman, Milk-st., Cheapside. Second, 34. 
Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. ; 3 any Tuesday, 11 & 2 2. 
Eves, ALFRED, Flour Factor, 21 Judd-pl. West, New-rd. “First, 4s. 6d. 
Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 & 3. 
FIELD, WILLIAM, Printer, 3 Princes-st., Storey’s-gate, Westminster. 

First, 3s. 8}d. Cannan, 18 Aldermanbury ; ; any Monday, 11 & 3. 

FoLKarD, JOHN BAXTER, Tailor, 69 Jermyn-st. First, 3s. 4d. Nicholson, 
24 Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11.& 2, 

Fossey, GEORGE, & JAMES STEEL, Timber Merchant, Norway-wharf, Mill- 
wall. Second, 3s. 6d. Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall- St. 5 
any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 
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Hams, Duncan, Seedsman and Florist, 109 St. Martin’s-lane.. First, 
9s. 10d. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st.; any Wednesday, 11 & 3. 

Hartz, Wittram (Hartz & Co.), Merchant, Mark-lane, Fenchurch-st. 
First, 88. Nicholson, 24 Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 

Hawkins, CHARLEs, Camp Equipage Manufacturer, 86 Strand. First, 5s. 
Nicholson, 24 Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 

He¥woop, THomas & Jonn, Lace Warehousemen, 124 Wood-st., Cheap- 
side, and Melbourne, New South Wales. Second, 6d. Pennell, 3 
Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. ; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 

Horst, ARCHIBALD, Manure Manufacturer and Wharfinger, Bull Head 
Dock, Rotherhithe (late of Newman’s-ct., Cornhill). First, 1s. 6d. 

}'Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 

Keyte, Henry, Silk Manufacturer, 4 Church-ct., Old Jewry. First, 
3s. 6d. Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 
11 & 2. 

LepWARD, GEORGE. First, 2s. 63d. Morgan, 10 Cook-st., Liverpool ; 
any Wednesday, 11 & 2. 

Lucas, Danrex Wittram, & Isaac Dops, Hemp Merchants, 11 Arthur- 
st. West, London-bridge. Third, 14d. Edwards, 1 Sambrook-ct., Ba- 
singhall-st.; Mar. 4, and three subsequent Wednesdays, 11 & 2. 

Mortimer, Joun, Printer and Publisher, 140 & 141 Strand. First, 4d. 
Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. ; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 

Murr, Jonn SaunpeErs, Schoolmaster and Boarding-house-keeper, Aber- 
deen-villa, Aberdeen-pl.. Maida-hill. First, lid. Nicholson, 24 Basing- 
hall-st. ; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 

Moxpy, Wit1am, Cowkeeper, Palace-row, New-rd. First, 4}d. 
3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday ; 11 & 2. 
Norton, JANE Exiza, & GEoRGE ZACHARIAH WuiTE, Stone Merchants, 
24 Wharf, Harrow-rd., Paddington. First, 3s. Vicholson, 24 Basing- 

hall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 

Orp, Joun CHARLES, Ship Owner, Waterloo-pl. First, 2s. 9d. Pennell, 3 
Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. ; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 

(sbORNE, JAMES, Upholsterer, 94 & 95 Curtain-rd., Shoreditch. First, 2s. 
Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. ; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 

PeaseEGOoD, JoHN GALE, Draper, Sheffield. First, 3s. 4d. Pennell, 3 
Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 

Prrke, THomAs, Linen Draper, Grays, Essex. Second, 2d. Cannan, 18 
Aldermanbury ; any Monday, 11 & 3. 

§xoox, Vincent & Joun Tuomas, Linen Drapers, Osborn House, King- 
st. Hammersmith. Creditors who proved their debts on May 30, 1856, 
may receive second of 2s, 6d. on acc. of 3s. 4d. Pennell, 3 Guildhall- 
chambers, Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 

§meELE, MatrHew Ricnmonp, Linen Draper, Leicester. 
Nicholson, 24 Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 

THomAs, SAMUEL, Cabinet Maker, Wigan. First, 63d. Hernaman, 69 
Princess-st., Manchester ; any Tuesday, 10 & 1. 


CERTIFICATES. 
Tobe ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Tuespay, Feb. 24, 1857. 


Bartow, James, Paper Hanger, Bolton-le-Moors, Lancashire. 
at 12; Manchester. 

Baxter, Josepn, Victualler, Gooch-st., Birmingham. 
Birmingham. 

Bexgamin, Lewis, Fish Merchant, 28 Jewry-st., Aldgate. 
Basinghall-st. 

(LarkE, JosepH Henny, Hatter, Leicester. 
ham. 

CoNSTANTINE, JAMES, Cotton Spinner, Scout, Rossendal, Lancashire. 
Mar. 17, at 12; Manchester. 

Davis, CHanLEs Epwarp (Henry Hale & Co.), Wholesale Grocer, 82 
Upper Thames-st. Mar. 18, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

GetstHorP, JosEPH, Builder, Nottingham. Mar. 24, at 10.30; Notting- 


Pennell, 


Second, 6d. 


Mar. 20, 
Mar. 19, at 10.30; 
Mar. 17, at 1; 
Mar. 24, at 10.30; Notting- 


am. 

Iurte, Davip, Merchant, Belfast, Ireland, also at Manchester. Mar. 17, 
at 12; Manchester. 

Pearson, Levi, Wholesale Grocer, Rochdale, Lancashire. 
12; Manchester. 

Rose, WILLIAM, Baker, 165 Kingsland-rd., and Shoreditch. 
11; Basinghall-st. 

Sioman, Joun, Merchant, Kingston-upon-Hull. April J, at 12; King- 
ston-upon-Hull. 

StH, Epwarp, Baker, Isleworth, Middlesex. 
hall-st. 

Weicur, Heaton (Heaton Wright & Co.), Timber Dealer, Burnley, Lan- 
cashire. Mar. 17, at 12; Manchester. 


Fripay, Feb. 27, 1857. 


Davey, GeorGE, Plumber, 93 Murray-st., New North-rd. Mar. 24, at 
10.30; Basinghall-st. 

Dawson, JonnN RicHarD, Hotel Keeper, West Cowes, Isle of Wight, 
Mar. 23, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 

Harroip, ALFRED HENRY, Chymist, Frome Selwood, Somersetshire. 
April 6, at 11; Bristol. 

lawkins, George, Oilman, 1] Eden-pl, Old Kent-rd. Mar. 24, at 11; 
Basinghall-st. 

Pearson, Levi, Wholesale Grocer, Rochdale, Lancashire. 
12; Manchester. 

Pinenes, Tomas, Builder, Walsall, Staffordshire. 
Birmingham. 

RusseLn, WinttaM Hucu (Warren, Russell & Co.), Blacking Manufac- 
_turer, 30 Strand. Mar. 20, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 

‘urn, Joun, Dealer in Drugs, Sheerness. Mar. 20, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 
SOLOMON, GEORGE NATHANIEL, Merchant, 14 Euston-pL, New-rd. Mar. 
_ 23, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 

SEVENSON, JAMES, Brewer, Wandsworth-rd. Mayr. 23, at 2; Basinghall-st. 
Witson, KNOWLTON, Surgeon, Sheffield. Mar. 21, at 10; Sheffield. 


Mar. 16, at 


Mar. 19, at 


Mar. 17, at 1; Basing- 


Mar. 23, at 
Mar. 30, at 10.30; 


To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
TvuEspay, Feb. 24, 1857. 


Trusron, Tuomas, Builder, Shrewsbury. Feb. 19, 3rd class. 

lapwen, Isaac JAMES, & JAMES Lamont M‘GreGor (Hadwen, M‘Gregor, 
& Co.), Merchants, Liverpool and Havannah. Feb. 16, Ist class. 
opertson, CHARLOTTE, Licensed Victualler, The Queen Catherine, 4 


Fripay, Fed. 27, 1857. 


Berry, RicHarp, Innkeeper, Ormskirk, Lancashire. Feb. 19, 2nd clags. 

Bowben, Joun, Brewer, 10 Victoria-grove, Brompton, and York Hotel, 
Pullen’s-row., Islington. Feb. 20, 2nd class. 

CorsBett, WiLiiaM, Coal Merchant, East Dean and Newnham, Glouces- 
tershire. Feb. 24, 2nd class. 

Horner, Exiza, Cabinet Maker, Manchester. Oct. 29, 1856, 3rd class. 

= FREDERIC TREEN, Warehouseman, 72 Watling-st. Feb. 19, 2nd 
class. 

Jounston, RoBert, & JAMES JERRAM Pratt, Merchants, 12 Billiter-sq. 
Feb. 20, 2nd class. 

Rapnor, RosBert, Maltster, Presteign, Radnorshire. 

Rein, James, Tailor, Liverpool. Feb. 19, 2nd class. 

Scott, ABRAHAM, Ironmonger, Manchester. Feb. 18, 2nd class. 


Ensolbents, 


Petitions to be heard at the Court HovsE, PoRTUGAL-STREET. 


Fripay, Feb. 20, 1857. 


Feb. 24, 3rd class. 


ALLEN, THoMAs, Dairyman, 32 Hereford-st., Stafford-st., New-rd. Mar. 9, 
at ll. €. Com. Law. 

BECKLEY, BENJAMIN, Inspector of Stamp-duties in the Inland Revenue 
Office, 5 Graham-st., Eaton-sq. Mar. 7, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

BrYANT, Epwarp, Beer-shop-keeper and Conductor of an Omnibus, 
Cherry Tree Beer-shop, 9 Grove-vale, Camberwell. Mar. 9, at 11. 
Cc. Com. Law. 

Draprek, Joun, Licensed Victualler, 82 New Church-st., Bermondsey. 
Mar. 6, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

Lawrik£, WILLIAM, Manager to a Carman, 26 New Union-st., Moor-la., 
Moorfields (theretofore of 3 Glaucus-st., Devon-la., Bow, Commission 
Agent). Mar. 6, at ll. C. Com. Law. 

Maxcu, ALFrrep, Baker, 5 High-st., Barnes. Mar. 9, at 11. (. Com. Law. 

Packman, FRANK JAMES WILSON (known as Dr. Frank Packman), 
Doctor of Medicine and Inventor of the Anti-garotte or Armed Glove, 
2 Glasshouse-st., Regent-st. Mar. 6, at 11. (. Com. Law. 

Parry, THoMAs WILLIAM, Optician, 24 Holywell-st., St. Clement's Danes. 
Mar. 9, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Pecu, JAmes, Professor of Music and Organist, 28 Tavistock-pL, Tavis- 
tock-sq. Mar. 9, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

SARGEANT, DurHAM, out of business, 61 Clark-st., Jubilee-st., Commer- 
cial-rd. East (formerly of 24 Sydney-pl., Commercial rd. East, Tailor). 
Mar. 7, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

StronG, SAMUEL, jun., out of employ, 22 Porteus-rd., Maida-hill West 
gga of Woking, Surrey, Brewer's Clerk). Mar. 6, at ll. (C. Com. 

aw. 

Wippers, JAMES DANIEL, Furniture and Fixture Dealer, {4 Salmon’s-la., 
Limehouse. Mar. 9, at 11. Com. Phillips. 


TvuEsDAY, Feb. 24, 1857. 


BAKER, JOHN FRANK, Clerk in St. Katharine’s Dock Company, 18 Rich- 
mond-st., St. George’s-rd., Southwark. Mar. 11, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Bisnor, JAMEs (James Bishop & Co.), Carpenter, 3 Caroline-pl., City-rd. 
Mar. 11, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

CxLark, Tuomas, Secretary and one of the Committee of the National In- 
surance Friendly Society, 19 King’s-rd., Bedford-row. Mar. 11, at 10. 
Com. Murphy. 

Cooper, THomMaAs GeorGE, Silk Dresser, 29 Mansfield-st., Kingsland-rd. 
Mar. 12, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Dyke, Henry, out of business, 1 Westmoreland-pl., City-rd. (formerly of 13 
Princess-rd., Bermondsey-wall, Southwark, Baker). Mar. 11, at 10. 
Com. Murphy. 

Gotpine, Jouy, Tailor, 43 Marchmont-st., Brunswick-sq. 
Cc. Com. Law. 

Harrison, WILiraM, sen., Bread and Biscuit Baker, Upper Mitcham, 
Surrey. Mar. 11, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Martin, GEorGE, Licensed Cab Driver, 3 Chad's-row, Gray’s-inn-rd. 
Mar. 11, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

PorTER, PALMER WILLIAM, Furniture Broker, Heathen-st., Kingston- 
upon-Thames. Mar. 11, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Price, NATHANIEL, Surveyor to an Insurance Company, | Philip-ter., 
Philip-la., Tottenham. Mar. 12, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Sayer, WILLIAM, Solicitor’s Clerk, 54 Mornington-rd., Regent’s-pk. 
Mar. 11, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

Tuomas, Joun, Tailor, 18} Charles-sq., Hoxton. 
Phillips. 


Prisoners’ Petit10ns to be heard at the Count Hovse, PoRTUGAL-STREET. 
Fripay, Feb. 20, 1857. 


Mar. 11, at 11. 


Mar. 12, at 11. Com. 


BaGiey, Ricnarp BorLe (known as Captain Bagley), Gentleman, 23 
Richmond-st., St. George’s-rd., Southwark. Mar. 6, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Butt, RicHarp WapDE, Manager to a Corn and Coal Dealer. High-st., 
Mortlake. Mar. 6, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

CarTeR, ALBINUS, Notary and Custom-house Agent, 48 Gough-st., 

Stainsby-rd., Poplar, and 77 Lower Thames-st. Mar. 9, at1l. Com. 

Phillips. 

Cox, Henry (sued with Henry Carthy), Chemist and Druggist, 44 Strut- 

ton-ground, Westminster (formerly of 2 Edward-st., Wardour-st., in 

partnership with Carthy as Chemists and Druggists). Mar. 7, at 11. 

Com. Phillips. 

Crirrs, Joun THomas, Carpenter, 

Mar. 7, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Davis, WILLIAM, Potato Salesman, 40 Red-Lion-st., Spitalfields-market. 

Mar. 6, at 11. €. Com. Law. 

HitcuMan, GEoRGE, Manager to a Coal and Potato Dealer, 139 Upper 

Whitecross-st., St. Luke’s. Mar. 6, at 11. ©. Com. Law. 

Hoare, CHaries, Clerk to a Wholesale Sugar Dealer, 2 Grosvenor-cots., 

Grosvenor-rise, Walthamstow. Mar. 6, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

JUHASZ, JOSEPH DE, out of employ, 21 Frith-st., Soho-sq. (formerly of 10 

Bertholf-st., Colchester, Captain in the 5th Light Infantry, British Ger- 

man Legion). Mar. 7, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Kerripcr, Henry, out of business, Crown Prince Beer-shop, Mary-st., 

Hoxton Old Town (previously of the Old Anchor Public-house, Moul- 

sham, Chelmsford, Fruit, Potato, and Pea Dealer). Mar. 7, at 1! 


1 Arthur-st., King’s-rd., Chelsea. 





Brook-st., Ratcliff, Middlesex. Feb. 17, Ist class. 





Com. Phillips. 
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LANE, Epwarp SMALLWooD, Agent to a Felt Manufacturer, Wilton-lodge, 
New-rd., Hammersmith, having warehouses at 87 Cannon-st. West and 
30 London-wall. Mar. 6, at 11. ©. Com. Law. 

O’Keerr, VIVIAN, out of business, 37 Bedford-pl., Southwark-bridge-rd. 
(formerly of the Angel and Sun Public-house, 285 Strand, Wine Mer- 
chant). Mar. 6, at 10, Com. Murphy. 

OLLARD, FREDERICK, Solicitor’s Clerk, Strenton-st., Old Kent-rd. Mar. 7, 
at ll. Com. Phillips. 

Province, Rosert, Tailor, Fore-st., Upper Edmonton. 
C. Com, Law. 

WiniiaMs, Joun, Engineering and Commission Agent, 50 Bernard-st., 
Russell-sq., his family now residing at 56 Nelson-sq., Blackfriars-rd. 
Mar. 6, at 11. C. Com. Law. 


Mar. 6, at 11. 


Turspay, Feb, 24, 1857. 


Bisuor, ALEXANDER GORDON Jouy, Clerk, 5 Weymouth-ter., New Kent- 
rd. Mar. 11, at ll. (. Com. Law. 

MAXWELL, Witt1AM Manoy, out of business, 1 Minerva ter., Brixton-rd., 
Brixton (formerly of 8 Dynevor-pL, Swansea, Colliery Proprietor). 
Mar. 10, at 10, Com. Murphy. 

SaBry, JoHN, out of business, 35 Gt. St. Andrew-st., Seven-dials (formerly 
of 88 Dudley-st., Bloomsbury, Bird and Canine Dealer). Mar. 11, at 
ll. CC. Com, Law. 

SeaRLE, CHARLES, Grocer, North-st., Barking, Essex. Mar. 10, at 10. 
Com. Murphy. 


Petitions to be heard at the County Courts. 
Tuespay, Feb. 24, 1857. 


Bowman, Rosert, Potato Merchant, Gallowgate, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Mar. 10, at 1; Newcastle. 

BrRocELIss, JOHN, in no business, 2 East-st., Osney New Town, Oxford 
(formerly of 1 Paradise-sq., 20 New Inn, Hall-st., Oxford, Miller). 
Mar. 12, at 10; Oxford. 

CHAFFIN, WitLiAM Martuew, Printer and Stationer, Milborne Port, 
Somersetshire. Mar. 16, at 11; Wincanton. 

CLEMENTS, Ropert, Earthenware Dealer, 28 Cleveland-sq., Liverpool. 
Mar. 3, at 12; Liverpool. 

Cuss, Henry, Clerk and Timekeeper, 13 Ebenezer-pl., Openshaw, near 
Manchester. Mar. 16, at 12; Manchester. 

Harvey, ALEXANDER MaxtToner, Book-keeper and Commission Agent, 
13 Fortune-st., Livesey-st., Oldham-rd., Manchester. Mar. 16, at 12; 
Manchester. 

Haynes, Epwin Rozert, Piumber, Evesham, Worcestershire. 
at 2; Evesham. 

Hosiery, WIL.1AM, Licensed Victualler, Seven Stars Inn, St. John’s-st., 
Coventry. Mar. 9, at 12; Coventry. 

Horror, Jonny, Builder, Mary-st., Taunton. 

Jones, EpwarpD, Bricklayer, 23 Back Bond-st., Liverpool. 
Liverpool. 

LAWRENCE, JOSEPH, Cabinetmaker, 3 East-st., Southampton. 
10; Southampton. 

LippELt, Rosert, Licensed Victualler, Port Mahon Public-house, St. 
Clements, Oxford. Mar. 12, at 10; Oxford. 

Marsu, Epgar Farmsainy, Linendraper, Chipping Sodbury, Gloucester- 
shire. Feb. 28, at 11; Chipping Sodbury. 

Mavueuay, Tuomas, Merchant Tailor and Beer-house-keeper, New Mills, 
Barrack-rd., Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Mar. 10, at 1; Newcastle. 

OLIVER, WILLIAM, Dealer in Butter, 10 Richmond-st., Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Mar. 10, at 1; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Ox ey, Tuomas, Grocer, 47 High-st., Bristol. Mar. 25, at 10.30; Bristol. 

Payne, Martruias, Ribbon Weaver, Bradford-st., Hill-fields, Coventry. 
Mar. 9, at 12; Coventry. 

PEAcey, FREDERICK, Grocer, Evesham, Worcestershire. 
Evesham. 

Rew, Rosert, Beer-house-keeper, Rupert-st., Liverpool. Mar. 3, at 12; 


Mar. 20, 


Mar. 10, at 10; Taunton. 
Mar. 3, at 12; 


Mar. 7, at 


Mar. 20, at 2; 


Liverpool. £ ’ 
RvuTHERFORD, TimoTuy, Joiner, Newtown, Carlisle. Mar. 12, at 10; Car- 
lisle. 
SsurH, GEORGE, Fishmonger, Hungerford, Berks. Mar. 10, at 1; Hun- 
erford. 
Pm my Tuomas Russet, Journeyman Joiner, 18, Leyland-st., Edge-hill, 


West Derby, Lancashire. Mar. 3, at 12; Liverpool. 
Smiru, WILLIAM, Porter, 45 Duke-st., Everton, Liverpool. 
Liverpool. 
SrrinGER, SAMUEL, Printer, St. John’s Bridge, Burgess, Coventry. 
9, at 12; Coventry. 
Warswericat, Jonny, Corn Miller, Thorne, Yorkshire. Mar. 9, at 1 ; Thorne. 
Wesster, Epwarp, Carver, 83 St. Sidwell-st., Exeter. Mar. 10, at 10; 
Exeter. 


Mar. 3, at 12; 


Mar. 


Fripay, Feb. 27, 1857. 


Apamsoyx, Tuomas, Builder, Whickham, Durham. 
head. 

Ap.iincroy, THomas, Licensed Victualler, Victoria Tavern ,Grayesend. 
Mar, 6, at 10; Gravesend. 

Barry, Jouy, Jun., out of business, 9 Grey-ter. (lately in co-partnership 
with John Frost Rodd as Ship Brokers, 137 High-st., Bishop Wear- 
mouth, Sunderland), Mar. 18, at 10; Sunderland. 

Curtis, Jos, 1 Tamworth-pl., Cheltenham-rd, Bristol. April 1, at 10.30; 
Bristol. 

Davis, JosePu, Journeyman Grocer, 4 Bridge-st. Leicester (formerly of 
20 York-st , Welford-rd., Grocer). Mar. 18, at 10; Leicester. 

Farysworts, THoMAs, Baker, Pinxton, Derbyshire. Mar. 14, at 10; 
Alfreton. 

Gnrirritus, Jouy, Innkeeper, Llanidloes, Montgomeryshire. 
11; Lianidloes. 

Hampton, Georce, Foreman to the Masons at Norton Iron Blast Fur- 
naces, Tees-st., Stockton-upon-Tees. Mar. 10, at 10; Stockton. 

Harrison, WILL1aM, Grocer, Market-place, Howden, Yorkshire (now out 
of business). Mar. 26, at 12; Howden. 

Hearson, Henry, Retired Master Mariner, Newport, Bishop's Tawton, 
Devon. Mar. 4, at 10; Barnstaple. 


Mar. 16, at 10; Gates- 


Mar. 24, at 


Hewett, Rev. Joun W1iLL1AM, Head Master of All Saints Grammer School. 
Feb. 14, at 9; Banbury. 

Horn, EvizasetH, Widow, Dressmaker and Milliner, Coventry-st., Kid- 

Mar. 25, at 10; Kidderminster. 


derminster. 








HorTuHER, Georce, Surgeon, Lindfield. Sussex. Mar. 19, at 12; Cuckfield, 

Hunter, Rosert, Mason, Wardley, Heworth, Durham. Mar. 16, at 19: 
Gateshead. : 

INGLEDEW, GeorGE, Baker and Retailer of Beer, 92 Carlton-st., Brighton, 
Mar. 7, at 10; Brighton. 

Jackson, MyErs, Discounter of Seamen's Advance Notes. 38 Wapping-st, 
South Shields. Mar. 19, at 10; South Shields. * 

JorpDIsON, WILLIAM, Farmer, Park, Darlington, 
lington. 

Kay, TaHomas CatTEerson, Plumber and Glazier, Hutton, near Rudby, 
Yorkshire. Mar. 20, at 11; Stokesley. 

Law, JAMES WALKER, Painter and Paper Hanger, Cross-st., Sale-moor 
Cheshire. Mar. 6, at 10.30; Altrincham. 4 

Liorp, SAMUEL, Tailor, Coal Brook Dale, Madely, Salop. Mar. 14, at 10; 
Madeley. 

Meg, Joun, Fancy Hosier, 19, Belvoir-st., Leicester. Mar. 18, at 10; 
Leicester. 

Minter, Joun, Innkeeper, Smack Inn, Key-st., Ipswich. Mar. 12, at 10; 
Ipswich. 

Poor, James, Licensed Victualler, George Inn, Thomas-st., Bristol, 
Mar. 18, at 10.30; Bristol. 

PULLEN, WILLIAM, Dealer in Underwood, Crownpits, Godalming. Mar, 
9, at 12; Godalming. 

Punton, Bensamin, Licensed Victualler, Crow Trees Inn, Swallwell, 


Mar. 11, at 10; Dar. 


Durham. Mar. 16, at 10; Gateshead. 

Ricuarps, WILLIAM, jun., Lynton, Devonshire. Mar. 4, at 10; Barn. 
staple. 

Ryan, Joun, Draper, Aberford, Tadcaster, Yorkshire. Mar. 14, at 9.30, 
Wetherby. 


Sayer, INGRAM Tuomas, Grocer, 55a, Arthur-st., Gravesend. Mar. 6, at 
10; Gravesend. 

StanwortTu, Jou, Working Collier, Wordsley, Staffordshire. March 13, 
at 10; Stourbridge. 

TURNER, GEORGE, Jun., out of business, Wetherby, Yorshire (formerly 
Innkeeper). Mar. 13, at 11; Knaresborough. 

Warkrys, Davin, Confectioner, 252 Bute-st., Cardiff. 
Cardiff. 

WHITFIELD. WiLt1AM, Overlooker of Workmen, Eslar Cottages, Nor- 
manby, Yorkshire. Mar. 20, at 11; Stokesley. 

Wi rorp, THomas, Greengrocer, 6 & 8 West-st., Kingston-upon-Hull. 
March 13, at 10, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Witirams, THomas (formerly Beer-house-keeper), out of business, 
Middlesbrough, N. R. Yorkshire. Mar. 10, at 10; Yorkshire. 

WILLIAMSON, CHARLES ADAms RoGers, Pork Butcher, Leighton Buzzard, 
Bedfordshire. March 18, at 10; Leighton Buzzard. 

Woopatt, Jonny, Publican, Brierley-hill, Kingswinford, Staffordshire. 
March 30, at 10; Stourbridge. 

Woottey, Joun, Fruiterer and Farmer, High-st., Tonbridge. Mar. 20, 
at 10; Tonbridge. 


Mar. 18, at 10; 


Prisoners’ Petitions to be heard at the County Courts. 
Fripay, Feb, 20, 1857. 


Fuint, Joun, jun., Grocer, Bath-st., Ilkeston, Derbyshire. Mar. 10, at 10; 
Nottingham. 

Forster, Tomas, Draper, 4 Blackwell-gate, Darlington. 
Durham. 

Levy, ABrAnAy, Clothier, 5 Thrift-st., South Shields. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

PANNELL, HENRY, Licensed Retailer of Beer and Builder, Landport-st., 
Landport, Southampton. Mar. 17; Winchester. 

ROBERTS, JOHN, out of business, Freemason’s Tavern, St. Margaret’s- 
st., Canterbury (formerly of 3 Harbour-st., Ramsgate, Carver and 
Gilder), Mar. 11, at 10; Canterbury. 

Turner, JAMES, Able Seaman, 11 Cornwail-st., Devonport. 
10; Exeter. 

Witiiams, Davip, Butcher, 27 High-st., Rhyl, Flintshire (previously of 
Greenfield, Trefnant, Farmer). Mar. 10, at 11; Mold. 


Mar. 6, at 10; 
Mar. 10, at 1; 


Mar. 10, at 


Tuespay, Feb 24, 1857. 


Axsuitt, Epwarp Josepn, out of business, Bell Tavern, High-st., Can- 
terbury (formerly of Friar-st., Sudbury, Suffolk, Tea Dealer). Mar. 1, 
at 10; Canterbury. 

BALLARD, JOHN, sen., out of business, 29 Tontine-st., Folkestone (formerly 
of the Druids’ Arms, Blue Town, Sheerness, Licensed Victualler). Mar. 
11, at 10; Canterbury. 

BraDLey, Jouy, in no business, Obridge, Taunton (previously of Pitt 
Farm, Sampford Peverell, Devon, Farmer). Mar. 10, at 10; Taunton. 

Brown, JAMES, Cooper and Broker, 19 Simpson-st., Sandford-la., New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. Mar. 10, at 10; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

CHADWICK, ALFRED JAMES, in no business, Duke of York Public-house, 
Baptist Mills, and 22 Union-st., Bristol (formerly of Frogmore-st., 
Bristol, Journeyman Hatter). Mar. 11, at 10.30; Bristol. 

CuurcuyarD, Ropert, Carpenter and Beer-house-keeper, Thorndon, 
Suffolk. Mar. 12, at 10; Ipswich. 

Crark, Jonny, Grocer, 12 Monmouth-st., Bath. Mar. 10, at 10; Taunton. 

Curtis, MATTHEW, Boot and Shoe Maker, Patrington. Mar. 13; Kings 
ston-upon-Hull. 

Davis, FreDERICK WILLIAM, Journeyman Blacksmith and Beer-house- 
keeper, at Bristol Arms Inn, Caroline-st., Cardiff. Mar. 10, at 10; 
Taunton. 

Denby, CHARLES, Tailor, Gilwern, Llanelly, Brecon. Mar. 10; Brecon. 

Gower, JamEs, Castle Tavern, Butchery-la., Canterbury (formerly of 
Hythe, Licensed Victualler, and Journeyman Carpenter and Timber 
Dealer). Mar. 11, at 10; Cauterbury. 

Guy, Rozert, Cowkeeper, Spring-st., Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Mar. 10, at 
10; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

HAWKINS, GEORGE FREDERICK, Commission and General Agent, Free- 
mason’s Tavern, St. Margaret’s-st., Cauterbury (formerly of 31 Mild- 
may-st., Balls-pond-rd., Islington). Mar. 11, at 10; Canterbury. 

Houmpury, Stuon, out of business, 7 Bridge-st., Cardiff (formerly of 
Puriton, Somersetshire, Beer-house-keeper). Mar. 10, at 10; Taunton. 

Lams, Henry WILLIAM, Rose Hotel, High-st., Canterbury (formerly one 
of the Officers of the Insolvent Debtors’ Court ; a Director of the General 
Indemnity Insurance Co., Charlotte-st., Portland-pl.; and Chairman of 
the Investment and Mutual Loan Fund Association, Duke-st., Adelphi). 
Mar. 11, at 10; Canterbury. 
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parsons, James, Draper's Assistant, 17 Corridor, Bath. Mar. !0, at 10; 
Taun 


ton. 
PLACE, JOHN, Out of business, St. Anthony's, Newcastle-upon-Tyne (pre- 
viously of Byker High Pit Farm, near Byker, Farmer and Builder). 
Mar. 10, at 10; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
RaBBINOURTZ, ALEXANDER, Ship and Commission Agent's Clerk, 1 
‘Arnell-st., Lowestoft. Mar. 12, at 10; Ipswich. 
RosERTS, JOHN, Boot and Shoe Maker, 7 High-st., Rhyl, Flintshire. 
Mar. 10, at 11; Mold. : 
SeviER, DANIEL, out of business, Chew Magna, Somerset (previously of 
Chew Magna, Miller, Baker, and Farmer). Mar. 10, at 10; Taunton. 
WaiTaKER, RoBeERt, out of business, Fox and. Lamb Public-house, Pil- 
grim-st., Newcastle-upon-Tyne (formerly of Middlewood, near Roch- 
dale, Farmer and Woollen Manufacturer). Mar. 10, at 10; Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. , . 
Witsoy, CHaRtes Exuisron, not in business, Ipswich (formerly of 5 
Albany-st., Regent’s-pk., Bookseller). Mar. 12, at 10; Ipswich. 


MEETINGS. 
Fripay, Feb. 20, 1857. 


FeARNSIDES, JOSHUA Law, deceased, Queen's-pl., Leeds. Mar. 9, at 10, 
at B. Chadwick's offices, Market-pl., Dewsbury, to agree when, where, 
and how his share, equity of redemption, and interest in certain free- 
hold cottages shall be sold. 


Fray, Feb. 17, 1857. 


Butcurr, Josuva, Blacksmith, Batley, Leeds. Creditors to meet at 
the White Lion, Dewsbnry, on Mar. 16, at 4, to determine whether 
suits shall be commenced for setting aside certain deeds, &c. 


DIVIDENDS. 
Fripay, Fed. 20. 


futis, Joun Hucues, Anglesey, North Wales (discharged in 1846). 20s. 
in the pound. At Nicholls & Clark's, Solicitors for the Assignee, 9 
Cook’s-ct., Lincoln’s-inn. 


TuEspay, Fed. 24, 1857. 


Cooper, HANNAH, at County Court Office, Albion-st., Shelton, Stafford- 
shire, any day between 10 and 4. 1s. 93d. 


At ASSIGNEES OFFICE, 5 Portugal-st., between 11 and 3. 


Fercuson, WILLIAM Kenyon, 71 Oldham-rd., Manchester. 20s. 

Groom, EpMuND, Grocer, 48 Whitcomb-st., Leicester-sq. 1s. 7d. 

Jouxson, JosErH, Wholesale Clothier, 4 Dock-st., Leman-st., White- 
chapel. 3s. 53d. 

MasKELL, JonN, Attorney, 7 Aston-pl., Holloway-rd. 7}d. 

MaunDER, GEORGE, Uplowman, Devonshire. _ 1s. 3d. 

Muter, JAMES, Attorney, Englefield-green, Surrey. 1}d. 

Merray, James, Lieut. R.N., h.-p., 5 Park-pl. Cottages, Peckham. 
2s. 9d., making 20s. 

(tocory, JouN, Farmer, Crooklands, Kendal. 4s. 7d. 

Poap, JouN, Purser, 3 Friars-walk, Exeter. 4s. 2d., making 17s. 10}d. 
Poston, Mary Soria, Widow, 2 Wilson-st., Deptford. 4s., making 8s. 
Weicu, JAMES, Farmer, Coombe Farm, Bradninch, Devonshire. 6s. 8d. 
Wricut, Unran, Carpenter, 166 Lambeth-walk, Surrey. 53d. 


Assignments for Benefit of Crevitars. 
Tuespay, Feb, 24, 1857. 


Asn, GeorGe, Coal Merchant, Ivy-st., Green-la., Southsea. Jan. 27. 
Trustees, G. G. Pulmer, Brewer, King-st., Southsea; Ann Ash, Widow, 
Landport-rd., Landport, Southampton. Sol. Stening, Portsea. 

Cowan, Jonn (Cowan & Co.), Cheesemonger, Newcastle-upon-Tyne and 
Sunderland. Feb. 6. Zrustees, B. Bigger, Provision Merchant, and 
G. Sisson, Merchant, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Sol. Hoyle, 30 Grey-st., 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Ipwarbs, GEoRGE, Grocer, Hurst-green, Salehurst. Feb. 14. Trustees, 
C. Arkcoll, Grocer, Maidstone ; T. E. Kenward, Draper, Battle, Sussex. 
Indenture lies at house of T. E. Kenward, Battle. 

Parsons, WILLIAM, Draper, Evesham, Worcestershire. Feb. 11. Trustees, 
T. Parsons, Gent., Stroud, Gloucestershire; W. White, jun., Warehouse- 
man, Cheapside. Sols. Winterbotham, Stroud; and Mason, 7 Gresham- 
st., London. 

Watson, Josepu, Warehouseman, 2 & 3 Watling-st. Feb. 13. Zrustees, 
E. Fisher, Gent., 1 Chester-villas, Canonbury-park; J. H. Clarke, 
Warehouseman, 91 Watling-st. Sols. Reed, Langford, & Marsden, 59 
Friday-st., Cheapside. 

Vestwoop, Rocer Tuomas, Victualler, Green Man Inn, Harborne, Staf- 
fordshire. Feb. 20. Zrustee, J. Hilliard, Silversmith, Heath-rd., Har- 
borne. Sol. Robinson, Birmingham. 


Fripay, Fed, 27, 1857. | 


(cLenetH, WiLt1am. Shoe Manufacturer, Daventry, Northamptonshire. 
Feb. 6. Trustee, W. Dickins, Shoe Manufacturer, Daventry. Sols. 
Me.srs. Welchman, Daventry. 
trrness, Tuomas, Publican, Bull Inn, Sonning Town, Berks. Feb. 4. 
Trustees, W. C. Pitman, brewer, Goring, Oxfordshire; Lewis Cooper, 
_ and Spirit Merchant, Reading, Berks, Sol. Roberts, Wokingham, 
rks, 
Haz, Jacos, Cloth Merchant, Huddersfield. Trustee, J. Jessop, 
Attorney’s Clerk, Dewsbury, York. Sols. Scholes & Son, Dewsbury. 
Jounsox, Ropert (R. Johnson & Son), Warehouseman, Watling-st. 
Feb. 14. Zrustees, W. Bacon, Warehouseman, Compton-st., Soho; J. 
Keighley, Warehouseman, Foster-lane. Sols. Reed, Langford, & 
Marsden, 59 Friday-st., Cheapside. 
OMAX, JAMES, JAMES HowaRTH, JOHN ENTWISTLE, & Toomas HowartH, 
Spindle and Fly Makers, Heywood, Lancashire. Feb. 17. Trustees, 
i. E. Leo, Gent., Manchester; S. Syddall, Farnworth, Lancashire. 
ee lies at offices of Caster & Co., Accountants, 14, St. Ann’s-sq., 
chester. 
CTHAM, BAsIL, Tailor, 22 Poland-st., and 62 Burlington-arcade. Feb. 
2 Trustee, J. P. Bull, Woollen Warehouseman, St. Martin’s-lane; 
Sol. Wild, 103, Ironmonger-lane. 








Partnerships Bissaloey. 
Turspay, Feb, 24, 157. 

Bixns, Jesstz, & Jonas Foster, jun., Worsted Spinners, Midgeholme 
Mill, Haworth, Bradford. Debts received and paid by Binns. Oct. 6. 
Bircu, WILLIAM SINGLETON, & THomMas KNOWLES ORME (Birch & Co.), 

Wharfingers, Manchester. Aug. 17. 

Bootu, Joun, & Pearson Situ, Engineers, Hulme, Lancashire. Debts 
received and paid by Smith. Feb. 17. 

CapMAN, WILLIAM, JOHN GLEDHILL, & Gites Barrans (Cadman & Co.), 
gs Masons, Heckmondwike. Debts received and paid by Cadman. 
Feb. 19. 

CaLpcLeucnH, Grorce, & Joun CatpcLeuGu, Ironmongers, Durham. 
Debts received and paid by J. Caldcleugh. Dec. 31. 

CaLver, WALTER, & EpwarpD CaLver (Walter & Edward Calver), 
Proprietors of the Marionette Theatre, Bradford, Yorkshire. Feb. 16. 

Curistiz, Cas. C., Davip ANDERSON, & JNO. ANDERSON (Christie, 
Anderson, & Co.). Dec. 31. 

CuarK, WILLIAM NicHoLas, & Mary Girrorp (formerly Mary Clark, 
Spinster), (Mary & William Nicholas Clark), Drapers, Castle Cary, 
Somersetshire. Feb. 20. 

Corton, WILLIAM, & THOMAS WATERHOUSE BarLow, Manufacturers of 
Earthenware, Longton, Staffordshire. Debts received and paid by 
Barlow. Nov. 11. 

Crow, WittraM, & Mark Bean, Plumbers, 5 White Horse-pl, Mile End, 
and 5 Old Manor-rd. Feb. 20. 

Easton, Cartes, & GEorcE Easton, Bricklayers, Reigate, Surrey. 
Debts received and paid by C. Easton. Feb. 21. 

Foster, WILLIAM, GEORGE Hai, & Samvet Coxuins (Foster & Co.), 
Plasterers, Halifax. Debts received and paid by W. Foster. Feb. 20. 
GILBERT, EpovarpD ETIENNE, & Victor Desire Nicop (Gilbert & 
Nicod), Importers of Fancy Porcelain Goods, and Moderator Lamps, 48 

Regent-st., and 21 Faubourg du Temple, Paris. Feb. 20. 

GILBERT, JAMES, & GEORGE Watts, Iron Founders, Penzance. Debts 
received and paid by Gilbert. Feb. 21. 

GreEN, Joun, & WILLIAM WILKINSON Drayton, Stay Manufacturers, 
79 Newgate-st. Nov. 27. 

Hoitmay, THomas, & JonN THomMAs ALDRED, Drapers, Plymouth. Jan. 31. 

HOYLAND, GEORGE WILLIAM Rivers, FREDERICK HoyLanp, & JOHN 
HoyLanD, Tailors, Sheffield; as respects F. Hoyland. Oct. 31. 

KeicuLry, Epwin Hotmes, & Joun Puitiip Fisenpen (Keighley, 
Fisenden, & Co.), Coal Merchants, 2 Wharf-rd., King’s-cross, Feb. 23. 

Kyicut, WILLIAM, & WILLIAM Barter, Biscuit Bakers, 77 & 78 Tooley- 
st., Southwark. Debts received and paid by Knight. Dee. 3}. 

Lowry, Priscitita, & JAMEs DARNELL, Stay Manufacturers, 69 Penny- 
fields, Poplar. Debts received and paid by Lowry. Feb. 21. 

LowTH_ER, Joun, & Isaac Bowmay, Engineers, St. Lawrence, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Feb. 18. 

M‘Leay, Tuomas, & DanteL Partripce, Upholsterers, 35 South Audley- 
st. Debts received and paid by M‘Lean. Feb. 20. 

Marks, Lewis, & Davip Marks (Marks & Co.), Paper Stainers, 2 Great 
gg Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Debts received and paid by D. Marks. 
‘eb. 24. 

Murray, Rosert, & WiLt1AmM Epear, Drapers, Blackburn, Lancashire. 
Debts received and paid by Murray. Feb. 14. 

NasMytH, GEORGE, & ANNE Hoare Bord (Nasmyth & Co.), Consulting 
Engineers, 27 Bucklersbury. Feb. 11. 

NEWNHAM, JAMES AsHBY, & WILLIAM GEVEs (Newnham & Geves), Ship 
store Dealers, Liverpool. Feb. 20, 

Nortu, Witi1aM, & Joun Denison, Cloth Manufacturers, Yeadon, York- 
shire. Feb. 19. 

ParRKER, FRANcIs, & EDWARD FINNEsEY, Wholesale Rag Dealers, North- 
st., Liverpool. Debts received and paid by Parker. Feb. 20. 

PEACE, GEORGE ARKWRIGHT, & WILLIAM RIcHARD TucKWoop, Builders, 
Radnor-st., Chelsea. Debts received and paid by Peace. Feb. 33. 

Rosson, WiLuAM, JoHN Hamittoy, THomas HaMItton, jun., & Jonw 
Wittiam HamiLton (Hamilton & Robson), Gardeners, Carlisle and 
Botcherby. Feb. 18. 

RoGers, WILLIAM FREDERICK, & JOHN ErripGEe Swirt, Earthenware 
Manufacturers, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Debts received and paid by 
Rogers. Oct. 4. 

RoLts, WALTER, RicHARD MATTHEWs, & CALEB Sout, Wholesale Per- 
fumers, 75 Watling-st. Feb. 24. 

SLauGuTeR, WILLIAM, & WILLIAM PLomLey, Veterinary Surgeons, Maid- 
stone. Dee. 31. 

Smith, Joun Lez, & RicharpD MarkincFieLD Kirksey (John Lee Smith 
& Co.), Grocers, Kingston-upon-Hull. Jan. 2. 

Totson, JAMES, JOHN Beaumont, Kirkheaton, near Huddersfield, & 
Tuomas Norra, Huddersfield, Woollen Manufacturers. From Septem- 


ber last. 
WETHERFIELD, Jonny, & JAMES Duncay, Surgeons, Henrietta-st., Covent- 
garden. Feb. 21. 


YEOWARD, Joseru, & JoHN Forwoop Tare, Ship Brokers, Drury-bldgs., 
Water-st., Liverpool, Feb. 21. 

Fripay, Feb. 27, 1857. 

BarLEY, WILLIAM, & Tuomas Cotiinsoy, Authors and Joint Proprietors 
of the Gradatory Series of Copy-books published by Groombridge & 
Sons, Paternoster-row. Dec. 31, 1855. 

BarnarD, JOHN, & GEORGE WILLIAM Barnarp, Attorneys and Solicitors, 
14 York-rd., Lambeth. Feb. 25. ‘ 

BENTLEY, GEonGr, & JAMEs Binks (Bentley & Co,), Grocers, Wetherby, 
Yorkshire. Feb. 24. 

Brown. Joun, & Davip HEALEY, Rag Merchants, Batley, Yorkshire. 
Oct. 18, 1856. 

ButLer, WILLIAM JAMES, & JosepH WiLson Morcan, Wholesale Sta- 
tioners, Baldwin-st., Bristol. Jan. 31. 

CLARKE, JouN, & THOMAS Norton, Brickmakers, Leicester. Debts re- 
ceived and paid by G. Webb, 5 Humberstone-gate, Leicester. Feb. 21. 

Ciaventoy, WILLIAM, Thomas Evinson, & CLay Jackson (Claughton & 
Co.), Wholesale and Retail Chemists and Druggists, Chesterfield, 
Derbyshire; as regards Evinson. Feb. 26. 

Cuirton, Mary, & GEORGE WALKER CuirTon (Clifton & Son.), Wine 
Merchants, 37 Jewry-st., Aldgate. Debts received and paid by G. W. 
Clifton. Dec. 31, 1856, 

Cocksuvtt, Josuua, & Davin Cocksnutt WILKINson, Cotton Spinners, 
Bough Gap Mill, Colne, Lancashire. Debts received and paid by Wil- 
kinson. Oct. 4, 1855. 
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Coorer, James, & Witiiam Porrer,. General Merchants, 3 Copthall- 
chambers, Throgmorton-st. Feb. 20. 

Crompron, THomaAs Bonsor, & JAMES PEARSON FLETCHER (T. B. Cromp- 
ton), Cotton Spinners, Outwood, Lancashire. Debts received and paid 
by Crompton. Dee. 31, 1856. 

Dart, THomas, & Josern H. Darr (T. Dart & Co.), Merchants, Saint 
Michael's, Azores. July 31, 1856. 

Forster, R1icHarp, & CHARLES Forster, Firewood Merchants, 14 Wharf, 
South-side, Paddington. Feb. 24. 


Forster, Rosert Srowarp, & WiLLtAM Lawson, Cabinetmakers, South | 


Shields. Feb. 3. 

HowartH, GEorcE Epwarp, & James M‘Isacx, Vulcan Cement Works, 
1 Railway-arch, Caroline-st., Commercial-rd. East. Feb. 26. 

JENKs, Mary, & Ropert JenKs, Upholsterers, 54 & 55 Bread-st. Jan. 1. 

Jowett, NatHan, & Epwarp Parker (N. Jowett & > Tronfounders, 
Leeds. Debts received and paid by Parker. Feb. 2 

Kiexnay, Devnis, & SrepHEN Howarp, Cabinet Makers, Redwell- st., 
Norwich. Debts paid and received by Kirkham. Feb. 7. 

MALiiyson, THomas, & ALLEN BROOKSBANK, Fancy Cloth Manufacturers, 
Almondbury, Huddersfield. Debts received and paid by Mallinson. 
Feb. 24. 

MeERrcER, Joun, & JAMES 
facturers, Clitheroe and elsewhere, 
paid by J. Mercer, & J. Mercer, jun. Feb. 18. 

ROw LAND, Josern, & Joun Brown, Electro-Platers and Gilders, Shef- 
field. Debts received and paid by Rowland. Feb. 20. 

Scnorre.p, Gronce, & Epwarp SHaw, Grocers, Hyde, Cheshire. Debts 
received and paid by Shaw. Feb. 24. 

SHEPHERD, GEORGE JOSEPH, JOSEPH SHEPHERD, & WILLIAM SHEPHERD, 
(G. Shepherd & Sons), Colliery Proprietors, Barugh, Darton, York- 
shire. Feb. 23. 

Srueson, GeorGEe WILLIAM, & SipNEY WALLIs (Scott, Simpson & Co.), 
73 Gt. Tower-st. Feb. 26. 

Situ, Tromas, WILLIAM BurcGeEss, & Joun HapFIELD (T. Smith & Co.), 
Varnish and Colour Manufacturers, Chelmsford, Essex; as respects 
Burgess. Dec. 31, 1856. 

Snowpon, Freprerick, & Henry WATSON, 
Diamond Hall Bottle Works, Deptford, Durham. 
paid by Snowdon. Jan. 1. 

THacker, GeorGe, & Joun Brown, Plumbers, Melbourne, Derbyshire. 
Debts received and paid by Brown, Feb. 16. 

THomson, Francis, & THOMAS CHAPMAN og gy Ryatzs, Pawnbrokers, 
2 High-row, Kensington Gravel-pits. Jan. 2 

TuRNER, THOMAS, JOHN RHODES WATSON, Ce WALKER, & GEORGE 
Turner (Watson, Walker, & Co.), Stuff Manufacturers, Caledonian 
Mill, Manchester-rd., Horton, Bradford, Yorkshire. Debts received 
and paid by Watson. Feb. 21. 

Warts, Josern, & RicHarpD Woopwarp, Drapers, Liverpool. 
ceived and paid by Woodward. Feb. 8 

Wirixinson, THomas, & Jonas Foster, Worsted Spinners, Cliffe Mill, 
Bingley, Yorkshire. Debts received and discharged by Foster. Feb. 16. 

Witson, James, & ANDREW JounstTon, Drapers, 78 St. George’s-sq., 
Portsea. Feb. 25. 

[£xtract from Edinburgh Gazette, Feb. 24.] 

TASKER, JAMES, ANDREW TASKER, & Patrick TAskeER (J. Hunter & Co.), 
Greenock, and (Hunters & Co.), St. John's, Newfoundland; as regards 
J. Tasker. Jan. 31, 


Crevitars under Estates in Chancery. 
Tuespay, Feb. 24, 1857. 


Carr, MAry Ann (who died in May, 1856), Spinster, Park-st., Islington. 
Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before March 18, at 
the Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Hair, Joun (who died Jan. 11, 1855), Merchant and Wheelwright, 
Hoveton St. John, Norfolk. Creditors to come in and prove their debts 
on or before March 23, at the Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

How err, GEORGE (who died in March, 1855), Shepherd, Heacham, 
Norfolk. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before March 
17, at V. C. Kindersley’s Chambers. 

Ler, James (who died in Dec., 1850), Carman, Stockwell, and King-st., 
Surrey. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before March 
9, at V. C. Wood's Chambers. 

Licgutroot, ELizABETH (who died in Noy. 1853), Widow, Markyate-st., 
Hertford. Creditors and incumbrancers to come in and prove their 
claims on or before April 3, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

Martin, GEORGE Bouun (who died in Oct., 1854), Esq., Captain R.N., 
East Bridgford, Nottinghamshire, and Deptford, Kent. -Creditors to 
come in and prove their debts on or before March 26, at V. C. Kinder- 
sley’s Chambers. 

MILLS, CATHERINE (who died in Sept., 1852), Spinster, Alvechurch, Wor- 
cestershire. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before 
April 3, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

Reay, Henry (who died in April, 1852), Wine Merchant, 58 Fenchurch-st., 
and 33a New -st., Kennington-rd. Creditors to come in and prove their 
debts on or before March 20, at the Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Sxipp, Ann (who died in July, 1851), Widow, Prior-lodge, Lydney, 
Gloucestershire. Creditors or ineumbrancers to come in and prove their 
debts on or before March 23, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

SmirH, WittiamM Henry (who died in Noy. 1856), Great Ormond-st. Cre- 
ditors to come in and prove their debts on or before March 18, at the 
Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Wo re, THomas (who died in the year 1819), Manufacturer of Porcelain, 
Stoke-upon-Trent. Creditors to come in and prove their claims on or 
before March 16, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 


Fripay, Feb. 27, 1857. 


Brianenarp, RicHarp (who died in September, 1849), Farmer, Ince 
Blundell, Lancashire. Creditors to come in and prove their debts or 
claims on or before Mar. 25, at office of District Registrar, 1 North 
John-st., Liverpool. 

CLARKE, JouN (who died in Mar. 1855), Gent., Clarendon-sq., Leamington 
Priors. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before 
Mar. 28, at V. C. Wood’s Chambers. 

Freets, James Epwarp (who died in June, 1844), Lieut.-Col. 64th Reg., 
Plymouth, Devonshire. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on 
or before Mar. 19, at V. P. Wood’s Chambers. 


Mercer, Cotton Spinners and Cotton Manu- 
Lancashire. Debts received and 


Glass Bottle Manufacturers, 
Debts received and 


Debts re- 


| 
WALKER, PETER (who died on Sept. 26, 1855). 





—<————> 


KELLAND, WILLIAM (who died in May, 1840), Gent., Crediton, Devonshire,! 4 
Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before Mar. 26, at 
Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

MACDONALD, ALEXANDER, C.B. (who died in June, 1856), LientsGep, 

Royal Artillery, 15 Pall-mall. Creditors to come in and prove their. 
debts on or before April 3, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

Morris, Davip (who died in May, 1856), Surgeon, Colchester, Essex, 
Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before Mar. 20, ab 
the Master of the Rolls’s Chambers. : 

PRITCHARD, THOMAS (who died in Apiii, i856), Draper, Hay, Brecon” 
Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before April 1, at 
V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

REEKS, RicHARD (who died Feb. 14, 1854), Licensed Victualler, Castle 
Inh, Wandsworth-la., hag ni Creditors to come in and prove their 
claims on or before Mar, 12, at V. C. Wood’s Chambers, 

SADLER, Jonn (who died in July, 1856), Farmer, Thornbrough, Thirsk 
Creditors and incumbrancers to come in and prove their debts on or 
before Mar. 24, at the Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Creditors to come in and 

prove their debts on or before Mar. 25, at the office of District Regis- 

trar, 1 North John-st., Liverpool. 


Winting-up of Hoint Stock Companies. 
TueEspay, Feb. 24, 1857. 

LAKE Batnurst AUSTRALASIAN GOLD Minina Company.—Creditors to 

‘¥ come in and prove on or before March 16, at V. C. Wood’s Chambers, 

RoyaL British Banx.—V. C. Kindersley purposes, at his Chambers,om) 
Feb. 28, at 12, to make a call of £75 per share on all those contriba- 
tories settled on the list since Jan. 9. 

Fripay, Feb, 27, 1857. 

ELectric TELEGRAPH CompANY OF IRELAND.—The Master of the Rolls 
purposes, at his Chambers, Mar 5, at 12, to make a call of 10s, Pee 
share on all the contributories in the settled list, 

(Extract from Dublin Gazette, Feb. 24.] 

KNOCKATRELLANE CoprpER Mine Company. — Master W. Brooke (ite. 
land), will, at his Chambers, Inns-quay, Dublin, on April 16, at I, 
settle the list of eontributories 


Scotch Hequestrations. 
TuEspAy, Feb, 24, 1857. 


BuLKER, JAMES Nico, China, Glass, and Stoneware Merchant, 2 
a fica Mar. 2, at 1, Lemon Tree Tavern, Aberdeen. 
eb. 17. 

Epwarps, ALEXANDER MERCHANT, Commission Merchant, Glasgow. 
Mar. 5, at 12, Faculty Hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. Feb. 20, . 

MaitTLanp, Rosert, Postmaster and Horse Dealer, Rose-st.-la., Edith 
burgh. Mar. 4, at 3, 18 George-st., Edinburgh. Seg. Feb. 21. "1 

ROBERTSON, RoBperT M‘Gavin, Manufacturer, Dundee. Mar. 4, at 1 
British Hotel, Dundee. Seq. Feb. 20. 

SrncLarr, WILLIAM, Commission Agent, Scotland-st., a 7 
27, at 3, Albert Hotel, Hanover-st., Edinburgh. Seg. Feb. 1 


Fripay, Feb, 27, 1857. 
M‘NICOLL, Jonn, Boot and Shoe Maker, George-st., Perth. 
Procurators’ Library, County-bldgs., Perth. Seg. Feb. 25. 
NEILSoN, JoHN, Contractor and Horse Dealer, Holytown, Bothwell Mar. 
5, at 12, Hamilton Arms Inn, Cadzow-st., Hamilton. Seq. Feb. 21, 
THoMsoN, WILLIAM, jun., & ALEXANDER M‘Dovea.t, Contractors, Glas 
gow. Mar. 4, at 12, Globe Hotel, George-st., Glasgow. Seg. Feb. 23, 


Mar. 7, ot 


——- 


UNION BANK OF LONDON, 
ESTABLISHED 1839. 
DIRECTORS. 


Sir Peter Laurie, Alderman, Governor. 
James Farquhar, Esq., Deputy Governor. 


John Barnes, Esq. John Scott, Esq, 

P, Northall Laurie, Esq, Leo Schuster, Esq. 

Charles Lyall, Esq. Sir John Musgrove, Bart., Aldermam 
John Chapman, Esq. William S. Binny, Esq. 

Archibald Boyd, Esq. Harry George Gordon, Esq. 
Colonel Matheson. Keith Barnes, Esq. 


CIRCULAR NOTES (value (£10 and upwards, free of charge fir - 
stamps) and LETTERS of CREDIT, payable at all the principal cities and 
towns of Europe and elsewhere, are issued at the head office and branches 
as follows, viz.:— 


Head Office, 2, Princes-street, Mansion-house. 

Regent-street Branch, Argyll-place. 

Charing-cross Branch, 4, Pall-mall East. 

Temple-bar Branch (temporary office), 200, Fleet-street. 
The rate of interest allowed on money placed on deposit at three 


notice, whether by customers or the public generally, is at present 
per cent. W. W. SCRIMGEOUR, General Manager” 











HANCERY BILLS and CLAIMS, and all other 

descriptions of LEGAL and GENERAL PRINTING, exceuted 

with accuracy and dispatch by THOMAS DAY, Printer, 13, Canej- 
street, Lincoln’s-inn. Price for 


Chancery Bills and Claims, 


Spp., including paper, &c. (per 50 copies) £2 15s. 
From which a Discount of TWENTY PER CENT. is deducted for 
payment within a month. 











